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*,* We must draw the attention of correspondents to the rule 
that a‘ lettersintended for publication in the ‘* Solicitors’ 
Journal”? must be authenticated by the name of the writer, 
though not necessarily for publication. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with 
reguiarity in the Provinces, it is requested that application be 
made direct to the Publisher. 

Y.—Full reports of Ex parte Villars and Ex parte Barclay 
will be found in the WEEKLY Reporter for this week. 


Dbhe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, MAY 23, 1874. 
—_—>_—- 


THE COUNTRY LAW soctIeTizs are taking active measures 
to secure agreement as to the amendments to be urged 
in committee of the Commons on the Land Transfer Bill. 
A meeting of representatives of these associations is to 
be held in London on Wednesday next, to decide on the 
nature and form of these amendments, and on the 
members to whose hands they are to be entrusted; 
to settle a circular, stating, shortly, the reasons by which 
the proposed amendments are justified, and to arrange 
a form of petition in support of the amendments agreed 
on, We believe that the amendments which will pro- 
‘bably be indicated as most urgently requiring attention 
are those relating to district registries, non-compulsory 
registration, the eligibility of solicitors to all appoint- 
ments under the Act, an open registry, based on a map, 
and the payment of solicitors by an ad valorem scale of 


charges. 


A Brit has been recently introduced into the House of 
Commons by Mr. Lopes, Mr. Watkin Williams, and Mr. 
Charles Lewis, under the title of “The Bills of Sale Act 
(1854) Amendment Bill,” the second section of which is 
aimed at the practice sanctioned by Small v. Burr (21 
W.R. 193, L.R.8 C.P.64) and Ramsdenv. Lupton (22 W.R. 
129, L.R.9 Q. B.17), and proposes to avoid (except in case 
of mistake) a second bill of sale given as a security for 
the same debt. The propriety of this provision will be 
generally recognised. The 3rd and 4th sections of the 
Bill, however, seem to require very serious consideration. 
The 3rd section provides that “when any mortgage of, 
or security or charge on, any personal chattels is here- 

_ after effected without a bill of sale, and the same is of 
such a character as that it might have been effected by 
means of a bill of sale, the said mortgage security or 
charge shall, unless the requirements hereinafter speci- 
fied are complied with,’ be bad as if it were an unregis- 
tered bill of sale. The “requirements’’ referred to are 
prescribed by the 4th section, and consist not in filing a 
copy of the mortgage as under the Bills of Sale Act, 
1854, but in filing a statement of particulars of the 
names, &c., of mortgagor and mortgagee, the date of 
the mortgage, the amount secured, and the description of 
the property. 

Passing by the question as to whether it will not be 
inconvenient to have two kinds of registration of mort- 
gages of personal chattels—viz., registration by filing 
&@ copy under the original Bills of Sale Act, and re- 
gistration by filing particulars under the Amendment 
Act, we venture to draw attention to the words of 
section 3 printed above in italics. What is the mean- 
ing of the expression “of such a character as that it 
might have been effected by a bill ofsale” ? What may 
be effected by a bill of sale? That must depend on the 
further question, what is a bill of sale? “Bill of sale” 
by clause 1 means the same as “bill of sale” by section 














7 of the Bills of Sale Act. But the whole difficulty 
meant to be dealt with arises upon the question, what is 
a bill of sale within section 7 of that Act. . For instance, 
a certain instrument has recently been held not to be a 
bill of sale within the Act. Why? Because its opera- 
tion was not such an operation as belongs to any of the 
instruments enumerated in section 7. It follows, there. 
fore, that its operation and effect were not such as be- 
longed to a bill of sale within the Act—or, in other 
words, the operation and effect of the instrument were 
not such as might have been produced by a bill of sale; 
for if they had been such, and if this operation and 
effect had been in fact produced by the instrument in 
question, then that instrument would have been held to 
be a bill of sale within the Act. 





Tue opszct of the through rate and route clauses of 
the recent statute under which the Railway Commis- 
sioners act was to “make it the interest of one com- 
pany and the duty of the other always to send traffic by 
the shortest, cheapest, and most convenient route.” 
(See Reportof Select Committee on Amalgamation, p. xliv.) 
Imagining, we presume, that it was not sufficient for the 
protection of the public to leave the companies to work 
the through rate clauses against each other, Mr. Wait 
proposed on Monday night that any ten of the public 
themselves should have a locus standi before the Railway 
Commissioners in this respect. Whether Mr. Wait’s 
clause was properly formulated may perhaps be open to 
question. Ten isa small number to have the power of 
putting so peculiar a law in motion, which, affecting, as 
it does, a whole neighbourhood, should perhaps be put in 
motion rather by communities, or interests, than by indivi- 
duals. Itisin facta case forapublicprosecutor. Buthaving 
said thus much as to the details of Mr. Wait’s proposal, 
we must say that we thoroughly approve of its principle. 
And we are at a loss to discover on what ground Sir C. 
Adderley refused his support to the clause as being “ op- 
posed to the spirit of past legislation.” By the present 
law a through rate is obtainable from any railway or 
canal company only at the request of any other such com- 
pany(36 & 37 Vict.c 49, s. 11). That is to say, it was 
thought advisable in the first instance to trust to the in. 
terest of the companies to procure traffic to be sent “by 
the shortest, cheapest, and most convenient route.” But 
it is plain that this was experimental only, and if the 
companies cannot work out the object of the Act in their 
mutual traffic arrangements, itisinthe “spirit’”’ of the Act 
itself to induce them to do so by gentle outwatd pres- 
sure. As said the sagacious committee, to whose report 
we have already referred, “The most urgent question 
now pressing for solution is, whether, under the present 
state of things, the interest of the public is adequately 
provided for. The self-interest of the com- 
panies alone will not effect the object, since their 
interest is only to a limited extent the interest of the 
public” (Report of Select Committee, p. xlix). Except 
in relation to the Dover case, we do not know how far 
the Board of Trade has assisted the public in putting 
the recent Act in force, but the step of Sir C. Adderley 
in resisting Mr. Wait’s motion is, we think, open to the 
criticism that our only publie prosecutor of railway 
companies will neither prosecute the railway companies 
itself nor allow other persons to do so for it. 





Tue Morpavnr cass, which for nearly four years has 
been obscurely dragging its slow length along, came be- 
fore the public again on Saturday last in the columns of 
the daily newspapers. We need hardly remind our 
readers that the suit was by a husband for a dissolution 
of marriage on the ground of adultery. After the suit 
had been instituted it was alleged, and found by a jury, 
that the respondent was insane at the time when the 
citation was served upon her. Lord Penzance thereupon 
ordered that the proceedings in the suit should be stayed 
until she should recover her mental capacity. On appeal, 
the Full Court of Divorce'affirmed this order, Kelly, C.B., 
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dissenting. The case was then taken to the House of 
Lords and argued in July last, when the Lords put the 
following question to the judges present :—“ Whether under 
the Act 20 & 21 Vict. proceedings for the dissolution of 
a marriage can be instituted or proceeded with, either on 
behalf of or against a husband or wife, who, before the 
proceedings were instituted, had become incurably 
lunatic.’ After taking more than nine months for con- 
sideration, the judges delivered their opinions on Satur- 
day last. Two of them (Brett and Keating, JJ.) answer 
the question in the negative. The opinion of the latter 
learned judge proceeds, to a considerable extent, upon 
the same lines as the judgment delivered by him in the 
court below. He argues that the Bill of Pains and 
Penalties by which, before the Divorce Act, the contract 
of marriage could alone be dissolved, was “in the nature 
of a criminal proceeding,” and as the jurisdiction thus 
exercised is that which the statute transfers to the Court 
of Divorce, he concludes that a suit for divorce on the 
ground of adultery is still “in the nature of a criminal 
proceeding,’ and therefore the wife against whom 
the suit was brought having become lunatic, the 
proceedings ought, by analogy to the course adopted 
in criminal cases where the accused is found to 
be unable to plead, to be stayed. Mr. Justice Brett 
holds that the question depends solely upon the 
construction of the Divorce Act. Before the Act there 





was no right by law to a dissolution of a marriage; no 
court had power to deal with the subject ; and no other | 
procedure than that contained in the Act can be | 
applicable to the “ new right’ given by it. The question, | 
therefore, is not whether the procedure is civil or | 
criminal, but simply whether there is any procedure in the 
Act applicable to the case in question? This, he thinks, 
cannot be asserted. On the contrary, under its provi- 
sions, the court cannot pronounce a decree on the mere 
affirmative case of the petitioner. The court is bound, 
under sections 29, 30, and 31, to inquire into certain 
negative propositions, and this can only be done by 
counter statements made by the respondent. If, therefore, 
the respondent is incapable of making these statements, 
the procedure of the Act is not applicable, and the court 
ought not to invent a procedure. 

The ~.srd Chief Baron, in whose judgment Denman, J., 
and Pollock, B., concurred, answered the question put by 
the Lords in the affirmative. They agreed that the ques- 
tion was simply one of construction, and that it depended 
entirely upon the language of the statute. But in their 
view the statute not only authorises but requires the 
court to decree dissolution of marriage wherever facts 
are found to exist such as were offered to be established 
in this case. Section 27 enables a petition to be 
presented by a husband, praying for dissolution of 
marriage on the ground of his wife’s adultery. Section 
29 enacts that “ upon any such petition for the dissolu- 
tion of a marriage it shall be the duty of the court to 
satisfy itself, as far as it reasonably can . . . as to the 
facts alleged.” And by section 31, “in case the court 
shall be satisfied on the evidence that the case of the 
petitioner has been proved ... then the court shall 
pronounce a decree declaring such marriage to 
be dissolved.” The conditions on which alone petitions 
are to be dismissed are to be found in sections 29, 
30, and 31, and they do not include the incurable 
lunacy of the respondent at the time the suit was insti- 
tuted. To affirm the judgment of the court below 
would, therefore, be, in the opinion of these learned 
judges, to superadd a condition which the Legislature 
has not thought fit to impose on the petitioner. It 
remains to be seen what view the House of Lords will 
take of the matter, and until the decision has been 
delivered it would be obviously unbecoming to discuss 
the arguments contained in the opinions of the learned 
judges just delivered. 





Tae Cuancery Cause List for Trinity Term con- 





tains 13 appeals and appeal motions set down to 


be heard before the Lord Chancellor and Lords 
Justices; 104 causes, &c., set down before the Master 
of the Rolls; 112 before Vice-Chancellor Malins; 
60 before Vice-Chancellor Bacon; and 93 beforé Vice. 
Chancellor Hall, making 382 in all. At the same period 
in 1873 the number was 519, being 137 more. This 
would appear to indivate that up to this period of the 
legal year the several divisions of the Court of Chancery 
have disposed of more causes, &c., this year than last, 
and this is the case. So far as we are enabled to learn, 
the number disposed of, up to the.end of Easter Term, 
1873, was 1,222, while during the same period of this 
year, to the end of Easter Term, 1874, it was 1,442, being 
a difference of 220 more in favour of the current year, 
About two-thirds of this number are attributable to thé 
court of the Master of the Rolls, and the remainder to 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon. Itshould be mentioned that the 
number of causes, &c., mentioned above as disposed of 
does not include any orders made on interlocutory appli- 
cations. These also were more numerous in the latter 
period. 





MORTGAGES OF LEASEHOLDS WITH TRADE 
FIXTURES. 


The important question whether mortgages of lease- 
holds with trade fixtures are within tHe provisions of the 
Bills of Sale Act, 1854, has received further elucidation 
in the case of Ex parte Barclay, Re Joyce, reported in 
this week's issue of the Weekly Reporter. It will be 
remembered that in Hawtrey v. Butlin (21 W. R. 633, 
L. R. 8 Q. B. 290) the Court of Queen’s Bench, following 
the decision of Malins, V.C., in Begbie v. Fenwick (19 
W. R. 402), held that a mortgage of leaseholds by way 
of underlease, in which by a separate witnessing part the 
trade fixtures were assigned to the mortgagee, must be 
registered under the Bills of Sale Act. “TIf,’’ said 
Blackburn, J., in stating the principle of the decision, 
“the mortgagor conveys to his creditor as an additional 
security the right to sever the fixtures, the deed of 
assignment would seem to require registration as a bill 
of sale of personal chattels.” In Ex parte Daglish (21 
W. R. 893, L. R. 8 Ch. 1072) the fixtures were included 
in the demise, but the power of sale enabled the mort- 
gagee to sell them separately from tae premises, and the 
Lords Justices held that as this placed the mortgagee 
“ precisely in the same position as the mortgagee was in 
the case of Hawtrey v. Butlin,”—that is, gave him the 
power to sever the fixtures and sell them separately 
from the premises—the mortgage, so far as it 
operated as a mortgage of trade fixtures, required 
registration under the Bills of Sale Act. James, LJ., 
took occasion to express his opinion that the decisions in 
Begbie v. Fenwick and Hawtrey v. Butlin were “ con- 
sistent with the plain policy of the law and the intent 
and meaning of the Act of Parliament,” and, repudiating 
the notion of enabling “ ingenious conveyancers to defeat 
it,” declared that “it would be very mischievous if we 
were to attempt to distinguish this case from the cases 
before Vice-Chancellor Malins and the Queen’s Bench.” 

The decision excited some consternation in those 
manufacturing districts of the country where leasehold 
trade premises are common. Birmingham and other 
large towns owe much of their prosperity to the fact 
that a trader with small capital can take a lease instead 
of buying the freehold of a piece of land, and when he 
has built his manufactory and stocked it with machinery 
and plant can always avail himself of the value of the 
property as increased by such machinery and plant in 
obtaining a mortgage. Attention was more directed to 
the actual decision of the Lords Justices than to the 
ground on which it proceeded, and it was very widely 
taken as indicating that a prudent mortgagee of lease- 
holds and trade fixtures must either require the mortgage 
to be registered as a bill of sale (which would damage 
the mortgagor’s credit), or must deduct from the value 
of the property not only all the fixtures, but also ® 
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y sam for te injury which would be caused by the 
- I of the fixtures from the buildings if the 
“mortgagor suffers execution to issue on a judgment, or 
‘becomes benkrupt. The decision of the Master of the 
Rolls in Meus y. Allen (also reported in this week’s issue 
of the Weekly Reporter) confirmed thisimpression. It is 
not surprising that, as we have from time to time re- 
corded, the question has occupied the attention of the Law 
Societies and Chambers cf Commerce, or that legislation 
should have been proposed on the subject. 

In Ex parte Barclay, Re Joyce, the Lords Justices 
have had an opportunity of explaining with clearness 
the principle adopted in their previous decision. In this 
wase, as in Ex parte Daglish, the fixtures were in- 
cluded in the demise; but the power of sale, instead 
of enabling the mortgagees to sell the fixtures 
“ either together with the buildings and land or separ- 
ately,” simply empowered them to sell the demised pre- 
mises “ either together or in parcels.” It was held by 
the court that the deed did not give the mortgagees 
power to sever the fixtures from the premises and to sell 
them separately, and, therefore, that it did not require, 
in order to constitute a valid mortgage of the fixtures, 
registration under the Bills of Sale Act. It seems, from 
the judgment of James, L.J., that at first he thought 
some difficulty might arise from the provision in the 
power of sale authorising the mortgagees to sell 
the whole or any part of the premises; but, 
@aid his Lordship, “it appears to me that that 
difficulty can be got over.” There were some cottages 
included in the mortgage with the public-house, and 
the provision in the power was held to be exclusively 
applicable to these, and “not intended to enable the 
‘fixtures to be sold separately from the premises.” The 
readiness of the learned Lord Justice to “get over the 
difficulty’ seems to afford some contrast to his opinion in 
Ex parte Daglish that “ it would be very mischievous” to 
‘attempt to distinguish between that case and Hawtrey v. 
Butlin. He was “not at all surprised” that the regis- 
trar had failed to distinguish this case from that of Ex 
parte Daglish, and he admitted that the distinction was 
“not very substantial.” We may probably infer that 
‘while the Court of Appeal adheres to the principle laid 
down in Ex parte Daglish, it is not disposed to extend the 
application of that principle, and it may, perhaps, be 
conjectured that the views of at least one of the members 
of the court, as to the “plain policy of the law,” have 
undergone some modification. 


LORD JUSTICE CHRISTIAN’S LETTER. 

Lord Justice Christian's letter to the Times upon 
‘the provisions of the Irish Judicature Bill hits, with 
all the vigour and precision of which the learned judge 
isso renowned a master, the most prominent weaknesses 
‘of the proposal. We have never disguised our opinion 
that the position of the Lord Chancellor, both here and 
‘in Ireland, is an anachronism ; that it is entirely opposed 
‘to the principles of our modern institutions that the 
highest judicial authority in the country should hold 
‘Office at the pleasure of the Crown—i.e., at the will of 
tthe majority of the House of Commons. Whatever 
‘excuse there may be for this in the case of the Lord 
Chancellor of Great’ Britain—on the ground that he 
fulfils in great measure the functions of a Secretary of 
‘State for Justice, and thus must necessarily be politically 
in accord with the Government of the day—no such 
justification can be urged for the maintenance of the 
same practice in Ireland, where the Lord ‘Chancellor 
is practically simply a judge, the political functions 
which formerly attached to the office being partly dis- 
charged by the Lord Lieutenant personally, and partly 

ed by the direct effects of the legislative 
union, and the judicial and official patronage which invests 
‘the office here with so much importance being for the 
‘most part vested in the Irish Executive Government. 
‘What little there remains to him over and above that 








which would naturally attach to the chief judge of 
any given court, might, without injury or inconvenience 
to any one, be transferred to the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, thus leaving the Chancellorship avowedly, as it is 
really, a mere judicial office. 

This treatment would, moreover, enable us to effect 
an incidental reform not altogether unworthy of notice. 
A precarious tenure of any high office naturally carries 
with it the necessity for a very high salary, and accord- 
ingly we find that of the Lord Chancellor of Ireland 
fixed upon a scale altogether out of proportion to those 
of the other judicial officers in that country. But if the 
office were made a permanent one, the salary could be, 
and ought to be, accordingly reduced, and thus a further 
saving might be added to the £14,000 anticipated by the 
Lord Chancellor. From this another benefit might be 
made to flow. If the salary of the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland were fixed at the same amount as that of a Lord 
Justice of the Imperial Court of Appeal there would be 
no difficulty in obtaining the services, in this latter 
body, of the most distinguished and experienced 
members of the Irish bench and bar. At present the 
Trish Seals are a prize so far beyond the Judgeships 
in the Imperial Court of Appeal, that not until the 
Chancellorship is admittedly beyond his grasp could 
anyone be found to accept the appellate judgeship. 
The obvious effect of this would be, either that the Irish 
judges in the Court of Appeal must be altogether ex- 
cluded from the first division (and then what becomes 
of the imperial character of that court?) or that divi- 
sion will be—on the assumption that the Lord Chancellor 
has been appointed forjudicial fitness and notas a political 
job—permanently weaker, at leastin its Irish members, 
than one of the courts from which appeals are brought to 
it. But if the pecuniary value of the Irish Chancellorship 
were reduced to that of a Lord Justiceship in the Court 
of Appeal it would still be so far superior to all the 
other Irish judicial appointments as to make it an ob- 
ject of ambition to the very best men, and yet the 
higher position of the Imperial Court would be sufficient 
to-attract to its ranks the most desirable from amongst 
these. Thus the due gradation of judicial power would 
be sustained, a strong temptation to political jobbery 
removed, and a clear saving of £3,000* a year effected. 

The other point taken by Lord Justice Christian may 
be considered in a very few words. We have always 
maintained, and we see no reason to alter our opinion, that 
upon whatever scale our judicial salaries are fixed, the 
salary of an appellate judge ought to be markedly 
higher than that of a judge of first instance. The rea- 
soning on which this is founded is obvious and need not 
be repeated. The only answer which has ever been 
attempted to be given is that “good enough” men can 
be got at the lower figure. Lord Cairns said on Tues- 
day night, as Lord Selborne said last year, that he had 
no doubt he should find proper men, without difficulty, 
to fill the places in his new Court of Appeal. The same 
thing was said once before. Lord Hatherley made 
identically the same reply to the objection that 
he was starving his salaried judges in the Privy Council, 
and what was the practical result? The appointments 
were hawked about Westminster Hall, offered to and 
declined by one judge after another, and it is no scandal 
to say that the inducements offered failed to secure the 
services of any of the “ strong” members of the bench. 

Lord Cairns has, indeed, one excuse which did not 
lie in the mouths of either of his predecessors. He 
could not well apply to the Irish judges of appeal a 
principle different from that fixed for this country; and 
if it is to be taken as accepted that the Lords Justices 
here are to receive the same salaries as the ordinary 
judges, so it must be there also. But when the Act of 
last year was before ;Parliaments Lord Cairns was not 
slow to express his disapprobation of the principle, and 
this view was supported in the House of Commons not 


* £2,000 if the salaries of the Lords Justices were restored, 
as we think theyfought to be, to £6,000. 
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only by all his own party, but by all the non-official pro- 
fessional men in both branches of the profession, and on 
both sides of the House. If, under these circumstances, 
he is not strong enough to amend this (as we think) 
fatal crror in the construction of our new judicial 
system, now that he is relieved from the pressure of a 
hostile majority in the House of Commons, we fail to see 
fer what good purpose ministerial responsibility is sup- 
posed to subsist. 


=- 


SPECIAL CORRESPONDENCE. 





Resvutts or THE Decision 1n Ex parte Villars, (22 
W. R. 603). 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—We observe that you have made some editorial re- 
marks apropos of our letter to the Times upon this case. 
There will be even more serious difficulty caused by the 
decision than that there pointed out. The gist of the 
decision is that an execution creditor’s rights are complete 
upon sale, subject. only to be displaced if the letter of 
section 87 be complied with, and if its reasoning be fol- 
lowed out it will be found that it overrules the Chief 
Judge’s decisionin Ex parte Key, Re Skinner (18 W.R. 
918, L. R. 10 Eq. 432), where he held that the presenta- 
tion of a liquidation petition, with the subsequent ap- 
pointment of a trustee thereunder, was sufficient to oust 
the creditor of the fruits of his execution. A liquidation 
petition, it must be remembered, is a creature, not of the 
statute, but of the rules and orders; it is not a bankruptcy 
petition to which the section refers; it is nothing more 
than an act of bankruptcy, and it was even doubted if it 
was that until the point was settled by the full Court 
of Appeal in Ex parte Duignan, Re Bissell (19 W. R. 
1127, L. R. 6 Ch. 605). The fact of the presentation of 
such a petition no more displaces the rights of an execu- 
tion. creditor than the commission of any other act of 
bankruptcy by the debtor, but as the title of a trustee 
under a liquidation petition had been held to have the 
same relation back to prior acts of bankruptcy as that of 
a trustee in bankruptcy, the Chief Judge was quite right 
in’raling, in the then state of the law, that the trustee’s 
right to the proceeds prevailed over that of the execution 
créditor. Now, however, the full court has decided that, 
although for other purposes the debtor, by the sale, com- 
mits an act of bankruptcy, the title of the trustee does 
not go back far enough to override the right acquired by 
the execution creditor to the proceeds of sale. Com- 
pliance with the letter of section 87 will, therefore, alone 
deprive the execution creditor of his preferential position, 
and the result is that, as liquidations abound and bank- 
ruptcies are scarce, an execution creditor will stand a 
fair chance of retaining the advantage of which the court 
has hitherto deprived him, and of which, notwithstanding 
the judgment recently given, it is the writers’ opinion 
the Legislature intended he should be deprived, having 
regard to the other alterations in the law effected by the 


Act. L, & Co. 
March 16. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Liasmity oy Manrmp Woman To se ApsJupICATED 
A BankRvurt. 
Ex parte Holland, In re Heneage, L.C. & L.J.3., 22 
W. R. 425, L. B. 9 Ch. 307. 

In the exceptional cases where, by the custom of the 
City of London or upon the banishment of the husband, 
the wife is permitted to be sued as a feme sole, she may 
also be adjudicated a bankrupt (Lavie v. Philip, 3 
Burr. 1783; Ex parte Franks, 7 Bing. 764). When the 

ied Women’s Property Act, 1870, enacted that “ the 
wife shall be liable to be sued; for and any property be- 





» Vable to 


longing to her for her separat: 

satisfy’ her debts contracted before n “as if she 
had continued unmarried,” it was naturally 
assumed that the same congequence would fo'ow. Mr. 
J. A. Russell, Q.C., the Manchester Co: mt judge, 
in Re Philips (17 S. J. 385), held ‘het t! feet of the . 
12th section of the Act was to make f! single 


woman in respect of debts contracted be’ iarriage, 
and to subject her, therefore, to the same consequences 
as regards liability, to be adjudicated bankrupt in 
respect of those debts as if she had continued unmarried. 
The majority of the full Court of Appeal are disinclined 
thus to carry out the section to its logical consequence. 
Laying stress on the words “shall be liable to be sued 
for,” and gliding gently over the rest of the section, the 
Lord Chancellor and James, L.J., came to the conclusion 
that liability to be sued is the only liability imposed by 
it. Mellish, L.J., who seems to have had his eye upon 
the words “and any property belonging to her for her 
separate use shall be liable to satisfy such debts as if she 
had continued unmarried,” expressed himself as “ not 
quite satisfied” that if the wife had been shown to 
have separate property she might not have been 
made a bankrupt, and he remarked that he did 
not “wish to prejudice the question when it shall 
arise.’ It did not appear, however, in the recent 
case, that the wife had any separate property, and 
the Lord Justice was clear that “there are no words in 
the section which can be made to apply to a woman who 
has no separate property.” Itis perhaps not necessary 
to take the case as deciding more than that a married 
woman without separate property cannot be made bank- 
rupt in respect of debts contracted before marriage. 
But the observations of the majority of the court lead to 
the conclusion that where she has separate property 
the Legislature must be taken to have provided—to use 
the words of the county court judge—that “any one 
creditor, by suing the wife, might snap up every sixpence 
worth of property and leave all the other creditors in 
the lurch.” Mr. Russell “could not conceive that the 
Legislature could have been so extraordinarily forgetful 
of the operation of the law’ as to intend this result. 
But the Lord Chancellor’s experience of the mode in 
which Acts are framed and passed has taught him “ that 
the Legislature may have overlooked this result.” 





COMMON LAW. 
LANDLORD AND TENANT—-Vorp LEASE. 


Martin v. Smith, Ex., 22 W. R. 336, L. R. 9 Ex. 50. 

The question, what terms in a lease, invalid but 
under which the tenant occupies, and the similar ques- 
tion, what terms of a lease which has expired, but after 
the expiration of which the lessee continues to oceupy the 
demised premises, are applicable to the yearly tenancy 
which is thus created, has been often discussed, and is 
illustrated by the present case. The rule is often stated 
as being that such terms apply as are properly applicable 
to a yearly tenancy; and this rule has been stated as 
equally applicable to both the conditions referred to 
above. But in the former state of facts a distinction 
arises between stipulations to be performed at the ex- 
piration of the term and things to be done during its 
course. The former class of stipulations cannot of course 
apply, except where the term runs out—the latter can , 
but though the former are not applicable during the 
course of the term, yet they are conditionally applicable, 
and will be applied if the term runs out; and this is 
well expressed by the judgment of the Chief Baron in 
the present case. It would more correctly state the 


result of the decisions to say that the terms implied are 
such terms as are not inconsistent with a yearly tenaacy, 
but what would constitute such inconsistency, short of 
absolute repugnancy and self-contratliction (such as Te- 
quiring a two-years’ notice to qnit: Tooker v. Smith, 
1 H. & N. 732), it would be hard to say. Perhaps the 
strongest case is that of Digby v. Atkinson (4 Camp. 275), 
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where a yearly tenant at an increased rent was held bound 
to rebuild, because his expired lease had contained a 
covenant to repair—an extreme decision, the correctness 
of which, the case being only at Nisi Prius, we venture 
to doubt. Indeed, it is not wholly clear why the same 
rule should apply to the case of holding on after a lease 
and holding under an invalid lease. In the case of hold- 
ing on after a lease the parties know that they are no 


longer in their former position, and that neither party is 


entitled to a term; in the case of holding under an in- 
valid lease the parties usually suppose the lease to be 
good, and could m most cases compel the execution of 
an instrument which would give to both sides all they 
originally bargained for. There is, therefore, much more 
reason for implying the written terms in the latter case 
than in the former. But again, where there is an invalid 
lease, there being (on the hypothesis) a state of things to 
which there is, in fact, no agreement applicable, because 
the supposed agreement is invalid—and therefore, legally 
speaking, no agreement at all—it becomes necessary, in 
order to avoid a gross injustice, that the law should im- 
ply an agreement, and this it does by applying to the 
relations of the parties a rule as near as possible to their 
intentions, or, in other words, applying their intended 
agreement to their actual relation so far as that relation 
carries into effect the intended relation. But where the 
lessee holds on after the expiration of the term, there is 
no such necessity; it is not impossible to find, as a mat- 
ter of fact, what the agreement was on which he con- 
tinued to hold. There is therefore no absolute necessity 
for the law to declare or presume what it was; and the 
case seems to resemble that where a lessee continues to 
hold after the expiration of his landlord’s title. In such 
a case, as was clearly pointed out in the Exchequer by 
Bramwell, B., and in the Exchequer Chamber by Willes, 
J., in Oakley v. Monck (14 W. R. 406, 3H. & C. 706, L. R. 
1 Ex. 159), it is a question of fact on what terms the 
lessor let and the lessee continued to hold; and it seems 
no less a question of fact on what terms a lessee, whose 
lease has expired by effluxion of time, continues to hold 
under the yearly tenancy which then arises. 





NOTES. 


HOME. 


Mr Russell Gurney, in committee on the Juries Bill, 
speaking with reference to the unanimity of juries, said he 
knew an instance in which, when the usher of the court 
was asked how he had got the jury to agree to a verdict so 
soon, the reply was that he had a very efficacious plan in 
such cases, which was to take a beef-steak to the keyhole 
of the room in which they were and let the steam go 
through. They were then sure to come to an agreement in 
a few minutes. 





Last week, in making a rule absolute for a prohibition 
against the Lord Mayor’s Court in a case of Rodinson v. 
Emanuel, the judges of the Common Pleas made some 
stringent observations on the practice of bringing actions 
in the Mayor’s Court, in which the whole cause of action 
has not arisen within the City. ‘ Lord Coleridge, C.J., 
said this was a jurisdiction attempted to be forced on de- 
fendants by plaintiff’s attorneys in defiance of the decisions 
of the court. It was important for them to consider how 
they would stand if their clients turned round and sued 
them for costs incurred through their defiance of the law, 
which was perfectly well known to them. Brett, J., said 
the reason why the court had been so firm in all the later 
cases was that constant attempts had been made by 
practitioner after practitioner in the City after repeated 
decisions—attempts for which they must have known 
there was no colour, It was impossible that the plaintiff's 
attorney could have honestly thought that he had a right 
to bring his action in the Mayor's Court, On this ground 
the court had determined to stamp out this attempt at 
dictation—this attempt to break the law, He agreed 
with the Lord Chief Justice that plaintiff's attorneys had 





better consider whether in the result the costs, and more 
than the costs, would not fall upon them.” 





FOREIGN. 
Unitep States. 

In the case of Espy and Others v. The First National 
Bank of Cincinnati (9 A. L. J. 287), before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the facts were that a cheque 
drawn by S. &M. onthe bankfor 26 dols. 50 cents. in favour 
of H. was altered to3,920 dols., and the payee’s namechanged 
to E. H. & Co. and the cheque was offered to the latter by a 
stranger in payment for bonds and gold purchased by him. 
E. H. & Co. sent the cheque for information to the bank, 
whose teller replied “ it is good,’’ or “it is all right.’”* The 
cheque was paid by the bank through the Clearing House. 
Ina suit brought by the bank against E. H. & Co. judgment 
was given for the plaintiff. On error tothe Supreme Court 
it was held: (1) That where money is paid on an altered 
cheque by mistake, neither party being in fault, the 
general rule is that it may be recovered back as paid 
without consideration; (2) But that, if either party has 
been guilty of negligence or carelessness by which the 
other has been injured, the negligent party must bear the 
loss ; (3) That where a party to whom such a cheque is 
offered sends it to the bank on which it is drawn for in- 
formation, the law presumes that the bank has knowledge 
of the drawer’s signature, and of the state of his account, 
and it is responsible for what may be replied on these 
points ; (4) That unless there is something in the terms 
in which information is asked that points the attention of 
the bank officer beyond these two matters, his response 
that the cheque is good will be limited to them, and will 
not extend to the genuineness of the filling-iu of the cheque 
as to payee or amount; (5) It was doubted whether the 
indorsement of the word “ good,” with the officer's initials, 
under such circumstances, would make the bank liable be- 
yond the genuineness of the signature and the possession of 
fands to meet the cheque as certified. (6) Where a 
cheque is certified for the purpose (known to the bank) of 
giving it credit for negotiation or circulation, to be used 
as money, and it so passed into the hands of third persons, 
the bank would be bound, though the case might be other- 
wise, when it was only certified to give the party present- 
ing it assurance that it was good for his own satisfaction 
in taking it; (7) But it is clear that a verbal reply that a 
cheque is good, given for the information of the party 
about to receive it, extends only to matters of which the 
bank had knowledge, or is presumed to have by the law, 
unless the officer is told that more extended informa. 
tion is expected or asked for as to the validity of the 
cheque. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


DEEps. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 

Sir,—The inconvenience of open skins has long been 
acknowledged, not only by the public but by the profession, 
some of whom now have their deeds ingrossed on skins 
bookways. 

I have adopted the plan as far as practicable, and it has 
been so approved by my clients that I would urge through 
your columns its universal adoption, and the adoption of 
some settled sized skins. Those twenty-four inches by 
eighteen inches folded are convenient and the figures easily 
remembered. The objection to writing on both sides only 
applies to inferior skins, and can be obviated by merely 
writing on one side. 

Another improvement would be marginal notes, the 
objection to which can be obviated by merely putting one 
or two words, as in leages, ‘‘ repairs,” *‘ insurance,” “ against 
trades,” At present you have to look through a deed to 
find that to which one word in the margin would direct you. 

May 21. E.C, 





On Monday, the 1st June, a paper will be read at a 
meeting of the Law Amendment Society, to be held at their 
rooms in Adam-street, Adelphi, by Professor Leone. Levi 
on “ Imprisonment for debt.’ 
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COURTS. 


THE RAILWAY COMMISSION. 

April 22, 23; May 16.—The East and West Junction Rail- 
way Company v. The Great Western Railway Company. 
Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, section 11, sub-section 5— 
Reasonable route. 

The J. Railway is connected with the G. W. Railway at 
two points, A. and B. Traffic sent from stations on the J. 
line to stations on the G. W. line, via B., has to travel eight 
miles further than when sent via A., but the former route gives 
the J. Company the benefit of carrying a longer distance on 
their own line. 

On ai application by the J. Company under 36 § 37 Vict. 
c. 48, s. 11, for a route and rate via B. only, 

Held, not to be a reasonable route, and rate refused. 

This was an application under section 11, sub-section 5, 
of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, which, as between 
a sending and forwarding company, enacts :—“ If any ob- 
jection be made to the granting of the rate or to the route, 
the Commissioners shall consider whetherthegranting of the 
rate is a due and reasonable facility in the interest of the 
public, and whether, having regard to the circumstances, 


the route proposed is a reasonable route, and shall allow 


or refuse the rate accordingly.” 

It appeared from the pleadings and the evidence that 
the applicants, the East and West Junction Railway Com- 
pany, had a railway thirty-four miles in length extending 
from Towcester, in Northamptonshire, to Stratford-on- 
Avon, in Warwickshire, where it was connected with the 
Great Western Railway branch from Honeybourne to 
Hatton. The whole of the Junction Company’s line passes 
through districts which are very rich in mines of iron ore. 
Considerable quantities of this ore are sent from the 
Ju ction Company’s stations to stations on the line of the 
Great Western Company, and over their line to Stafford- 
shire, Shropshire, and Wales. 

In addition to the junction at Stratford, the Junction 
Company have connected their line with that of the 
Great Western at a place called Fenny Compton. The 
route from Towcester to Hatton, via Fenny Compton, from 
statiors east of Fenny Compton, is eight miles shorter 
than the route via Stratford. 

The Great Western Company insisted that the traffic 
of or from the Junction Company’s stations to stations 
on the Great Western line should be forwarded to Hatton 
via Fenny Compton, and refused to grant a through rate 
via Stratford, which would give the Junction Company 
the benefit of carrying a longer distance on their own line. 
The Junction Company obtained from the Railway Com- 
missioners @ summons calling upon the Great Western 
Company to show cause why the route proposed by the 
Junction Company, and objected to by the Great Western 
Company, should not be allowed by the Commissioners as 
@ reasonable one. 

Pember, Q.C., and John Henderson contended, on behalf of 
the East and West Junction Company, that under section 
11, sub-section 5, they were not bound to show that the route 
via Stratford was the shortest or the best, but only that it 
was a ‘‘reasonable’’ one; the fact that one route was better 
than the other did not make the other route unreasonable. 
When the Great Western Company say, we will only granta 
through route via Fenny Compton, they practically shut 
up a part of the East and West Junction line. Both routes 
should be declared to be reasonable and allowed to be open ; 
then the public would have the advantage of competition, 
and an rtionment should be made as to rates. 

Field, Q.C., and M‘Intyre, Q.C., showed cause for the Great 
Western Company, and contended that the route asked for 
y the applicants was circuitous and inconvenient. At 

enny Compton the goods are taken on and delivered by the 
same engine, and no shunting is required, whereas by the 
Stratford route there is shunting and change of engine. 
The forwarding company cannot be compelled to alter its 
arrapgements, and in deciding on a route the forwarding 
company must be taken in ite bond fide present condition 
and according to its present arrangements. No advantage 
will accrue to freighters in sending traffic via Stratfond. 
For as the —— in which the ore is carried belong to 
the owners of the ore and not to the Junction Company, and 
are invariably returned empty, the practical difference be- 





tween the two routes really became sixteen miles over 
which the trucks must be unnecessarily hauled. 

In the course of the arguments a “route,” within the 
meaning of the section in question, was defined to be a route 
from the station on the sending line where the traffic arises 
to the station on the forwarding line where such traffic is 
delivered. 

Sir FREDERICK PexL.—We have adjourned our decisionin 
this case to give time to the Junction Company to deal with 
a suggestion we made at the close of the arguments, that, 
in considering their application for a route via Stratford, 
we should have leave to assume that they were willing to 
join in a route via Fenny Compton as well, and that they 
should propose an apportionment of rate for each route. 
Proposals were accordingly made by the Junction Company 
to the Great Western Company in a letter dated April 29 
last, to which the Great Western Company replied on the 
1lth inst. It appears by their reply that the objections of 
the Great Western Company to the Stratford route are not 
removed by the proposal to couple it with the other route, 
and as they are opposed to it even as one only of two routes, 
by either of which traffic might be sent at through rates, 
and as, on the 13th inst., the Junction Company made ap- 
plication to the Railway Commissioners to confirm the 
proposals contained in their letter of the 29th ult., with a 
proviso that they should be at liberty not to proceed with 
such application in the event of our deciding against them 
on their first application, we think it will be convenient 
that we should now give our decision upon the question we 
heard argued, and that in so doing we should take the op- 
portunity to state what in our view would be an equitable 
arrangement of the whole matter for both companies. 
Coming, then, as we are bound to do upon that first ap- 
plication, to the consideration of the Stratford route, not 
as an alternative route, but as the only route to which the 
through rate, if granted, will apply, we are asked to allow 
a through rate from stations east of Fenny Compton for 
mineral traffic in owners’ waggons, under section 11 of the 
Act of 1873. The difference between the two companies 
is as to the route by which the traffic should be forwarded. 
The Great Western Company desire that the traffic should 
pass from the Junction Company’s line to their line at the 
intersection of the lines at Fenny Compton, to which the 
Junction Company object on the ground that Fenny 
Compton is situated midway between Towcester and 
Stratford, the two termini of their line, and that, should 
the traffic quit their line at Fenny Compton, the distance 
run over their line would be so short that their share of 
the through rate would be less than is reasonable, con- 
sidering the total length of the line constructed by them, 
and that it is by means of their line that the connections 
between the Great Western lines into Staffordshire and 
Shropshire, and the district from which the iron ore is 
brought, has been established. The Junction Company, on 
the other hand, desire that the traffic should pass from 
their line on to the line of the Great Western at the 
Stratford terminus, to which the Great Western Company 
object on the ground that this route would add eight miles 
to the through distance ; that, besides other particulars in 
which it is less convenient for the traffic, there are two 
junctions on this route to one on the other, and that their 
share of the through rate would be unduly reduced by the 
alteration which would be made in the relative distances. 
Where a route is objected to, the Railway Commissioners 
are to consider whether it is for the public interest to 
grant @ rate, and whether, under the circumstances, the 
route is a reasonable one, and to allow or refuse the rate 
accordingly. There can be little doubt that through rates 
generally are a convenience to the public, and that the 
public are interested in having a through rate for this par- 
ticular traffic. But it must not be overlooked that through 
rates are in amount greatly below the sum of the local 
rates, and rest upon the supposition that the traffic to 
which they apply is worked as economically as possible. 
Here it is proposed to carry the traffic eight miles round, 
and at a double cost and labour in junctions, with no other 
object, that the Commissioners can see, than to make the 


leage of the one company more and the mileage of the 
other company less, with the resulting effect upon the 
apportionment of the rate. Now, the natural route—the 
route in the regular course of things, and the one by whioh 
the traffic would be sent if tho lines were under « single 
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8 t—would be that by Fenny Compton. It is 
shorter, more direct, and more convenient ; but, notwith- 
standing this, it is proposed that it should not be used, but 
that the traffic should be carried past Fenny Compton to the 
more distant junction at Stratford. The Commissioners are 
to judge of the reasonableness of a route by the circum- 
stances for and against it, and upon a full consideration of 
all the circumstances to which their attention bas been 
called, with every allowance for such as tell in favour of 
the Junction Company, we come to the conclusion that, 
taking the application az it appears in the pleadings as an 
application for a route by Stratford, and by Stratford only, 
such route is not a reasonable route within the meaning of the 
Act of Parliament. In considering the ovjections which 
have been made in this cuse*on the one side and on the 
other, we have strongly felt that, in crder to meet them, 
fairly and sufficiently, it is not necessary that either route 
should be debarred from the advantage of a through rate, 
but only that an express apportionment of the rate should 
be made for each route, regulated by the circumstances of 
each company. The two routes from the stations east of 
Fenny Compton converge at Hatton, on the Great Western 
line, and the distance from these stations to Hatton by 
Stratford exceeds by eight miles the distance by Fenny 
Compton. If the Junction Company wish to take the 





through traffic by the longer route, it would be a fair ar- ' 


rangement, we think, to allow them that route, but to 


stipulate that they should not receive anything out of the | 


through rate for the excess of distance and the gratuitous 
addition to the total mileage, though they would still 
receive a larger proportion of the through rate by this route 
than by any other. The rate is the same by both routes, 
and by this plan the total mileage would be reckoned to be 
the same also—that, namely, of the shorter route; and in 
the division of the rate, according to the reduced mileage, 
after deducting a three-penny terminal to each company, the 
Great Western Company would receive out of the balance 
upon its actual mileage, and the Junction Company upon a 
reduction of eight miles from its actual mileage. This route 
would only be available concurrently with the route of Fenny 
Compton, and the manner in which we would apportion the 
through rate by the Fenny Compton route, so as to allow as 
far as it would be right to do for what has been urged 
against this route in the interests of the Junction Company, 
would be by allowing the Junction Company, in the division 
of the rate according to mileage, after deducting a third 
terminal to each company, to reckon as part of its own 
mileage a part of the mileage of the Great Western Company. 
The mileage we should thus transfer would be upon a scale 
rising to seven miles as a mazimum, and would vary in- 
versely with the actual distance run upon the line of the 
Junction Company. A table has been prepared for reference, 
showing for each station east of Fenny Compton, and taking 
the rate to Wednesbury for an example, what the adjustment 
of the mileage would be, and in what manner the rate would 
be apportioned. Upon the state of the case, as at present 
before us, we think the two routes in these divisions of the 
rate would make a fair settlement ; but it will be for the 
companies interested to say whether it meets with their 
approbation. If it should not do so, and the application of 
the Junction Company of the 13th inst. should come on for 
hearing, our decision upon those matters would be given 
quite independently of the suggestions we now make, and 
would follow any different course woich a fuller knowledge 
of the circumstances might require. Upon the application 
which we have heard, our decision is that the route is not a 
reasonable one, and we refuse the rate. There will be no 
order as to costs. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henry Luptow, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Attorney-General of Trinidad. He was educated at 
Christ’s Hospital and St. John’s College, Cambridge. In 
1857 he took his B.A. degree aseighth wrangler, and in 

859 was a proximé accessit for the Chancellor's Legal 
‘Medal. In 1861 he obtained the studentship awarded by 
the Inns of Court, and was called to the bar in 1862, He 
reported for the New Reports during the three years that 
publication continued, and for the Zaw Journal from 1865 
to 1868. He has practised at the Chancery bar, and also 
« the Hertford Sessions and Assizes, and has joined in the 
fewing legal works :—Batten and Ludlow on the Equity 








Jurisdiction of the County Courts, 1866 ; a supplement to 
the same, including the Law and Practice of Partition 
1872, and Ludlow and Jenkins on Trade Marks, 1873. Mr. 
Ludlow has also been an occasional contributor to the 
colamns of this journal. 

Mr. AuBert CHarLes Lyne Guvuss, solicitor, of Liskeard’ 


has been appointed Coroner for the Liskeard District of 
the County of Cornwall. Mr. Glubb was admitted in 1853. 





- — 


PARLIAMEN! AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

May 15.—Land Transfer Bil/s.—The reports of amend- 
ments on the Real Property Limitation Bill, Land Titles 
and Transfer Bill, and Real Property Vendorsand Purchasers 
Bill were brought up and agreed to. 


May 18.—The Judicature Act Amendment Bill,—The 
Lord CHANOFLLOR postponed the second reading of this 
Bill till Monday, the 1st of June. 


May 19.—Court of Judicature (Ireland) Bill.—On the 
motion for the second reading of this Bill, Lord REDESDALE 
said he wished to take this opportunity of stating the course 
heintended to ask their Lordships to adopt in order to remove 
all objections to the continuance of the appellate jurisdiction 
of their Lordships’ House. So far back as the reign of 
Henry VIII. it was recorded in the journals of the House 
that at the commencement of a new Parliament peers were 
appointed as triers of petitions, and among the reasons for 
appointing them was this one—“‘ that_justice may be more 
quickly, commodiously, and diligently performed.’”’ In the 
present day, at the commencement of each Parliament, there 
was a regular appointment in Norman French of Receivers 
and Triers of Petitions, and they were appointed to try 
petitions not only from all parts of the United Kingdom, 
but also from the islands beyond the seas—the Channel 
Islands. Now, what he would propose was a strict return 
to the old practice by actually appointing triers, who should 
be Jaw lords, to hear the appeals brought to their Lordships’ 
House. Three objections were urged against the House of 
Lords as the Supreme Court of Appeal. The first was, that 
peers not qualified to do so might sit and hear appeals; the 
second, that the Court was one which did not sit throughout 
the whole of the legal year ; and the third, that there might 
be atime when there would not be a sufficient number of 

nalified peers to administer the law in appeal cases. He 
thought that the first of those objections could be met 
conclusively by the plan he had just indicated. The second 
objection involved a constitutional point, and it was not so 
easy to answer; but the triers of petitions might sit 
throughout the legal year as the persons Covenoet by the 
House to administer law. As to the third objection, last 
session he proposed, with the view of meeting it, the bring- 
ing in of certain judicial personages to represent the law in 
their Lordships’ House as the bishops did the Church. After 
some observations by the Earl of Brtmors, Lord 
O’HaGan said that in Ireland the opinion was decided, 
and he believed universal, for the maintenance of the 
appellate jurisdiction: of the House of Lords.—The 
Lord CHANCELLOR said that three vears ago, before a Select 
Committee, they considered the plan of appointing triers. 
He did not seek to disguise that it was always his wish to 
find means to preserve the appellate jurisdiction of that 
House, and with that view he made some proposals to the 
committee ; but those proposals were not received with 
much approbation, either in that House or out of it. He 
was sure, however, that the proposition of his nob'e friend 
would be duly considered when before the House. The 
Lord Justice General had forwarded him a resolution of the 
Scotch judges, in which they state that while they value 
very highly the appellate jurisdiction of that House, yet as 
by the Act of last session that jurisdiction was abolisheé in 
the case of England there may for that reasor Se an objec- 
tion to its being maintained for Sootlerc. The resolution 
then goes on to say that the udges are unanimously of 
opinion that the retention of the appellate jurisdiction of that 

ouse for England and Scotland would be preferable to the 
other plan of a Supreme Court of Ultimate Appeal. As he 
understood it, the judges expressed themselves to this effect 
—‘* We would like Scotch appeals to £° to the House of 
Lords, but not Scotch a alone. e would have you 
undo the Act of last session, and retain the House of Lords 
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as the Ultimate Court of Appeal for England, Ireland, and 
Scotland.” He believed he was correct in stating the 
opinion expressed in Ireland to be that the appellate juris- 
diction of that House ought not to beretained for Irish appeals 
alone, but that it ought to be retained in the full manner 
proposed by the chairman of committees. After referring 
to the ere geo of the measure relating to the Irish courts, 
he said with reference to the statement that on the terms 
Offered no puisne judge in Ireland would accept a justice- 
ship of appeal, he thought it would be better to defer the 
discussion of that question till the time comes for appointing 
.to the office.—Lord SzLporne would view with regret any 
disposition to undo what was done last year. The opinions 
of Scotland and Ireland ought, however, to be received 
on respectful consideration. The Bill was read a second 


May 21.—Statute Law Commission—The Lorb CHaNn- 
CELLOE laid on the table a Bill to further the revision of 
the statute law by repealing certain obsolete enacttnents, 
and in moving the first reading gave notice that on the 
second reading he would make a statement as to the pre- 
sent position of the work of the Statute Law Commission. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

May 15.—Metropolitan Police Magistrates.—In answer to 
Mr. Forsytx, Mr. Cross said—The Government are 
quite aware that it is now a long time since the salaries 
paid to the magistrates of the police courts of the metro- 
polis were revised, and also that other law officers who 
perform functions certainly not more important are at 
present in receipt of higher salaries. They think that this 
is a matter which does deserve consideration, and at the 
yee moment they are giving their best consideration to 
it. 

May 18.—Customs and Inland Revenue Bili.- This Bill 
passed through Committee. 

Board of Trade Arbitrations, $¢., Bill.—The House having 
gone into Committee on this Bill, clauses 1 to 8 inclusive, 
with certain amendments, were agreed to. Mr. Watt moved 
to insert, after clause 8, the following clause :—‘‘ Whereas 
by section 11 of ‘The Regulation of Railways’ Act. 1873,’ 
it is enacted that the facilities therein mentioned shall in- 
clude the due and reasonable receiving, forwarding, and 
delivering by every railway company and canal company, 
and railway and canal company, at the request of any such 
other company, of throngh traffic to or from the railway or 
canal of any other snch company at through rates; and 
whereas it is expedient to amend and enlarge the said en- 
actment, be it therefore enacted that from and after the 
passing of this Act the said facilities shall include the due 
and reasonable receiving, forwarding, and delivering by 
every railway company and canal company, and railway 
and canal company, at the request of any other such com- 
pany, or on the application of any number of not less than 
ten persons interested or aggrieved, of through traffic at 
throngh rates; and the snb-sections from 1-to 9 inclusive 
of the 11th section, so far as they are applicable and mutatis 
mutandis, shall apply to the said persons making such ap- 
plication.”—Mr. Ratusoye urged the Government to ac- 
cept the clause.—Mr, Sraveney Hitt thought no case of 
hardship had been made out which would necessitate the 
insertion of the clause.—Mr. Monk trusted the Government 
would accept the clause, which was foreshadowed in the 
report of the Commissioners who sat.in 1872.—Mr. C. DEnt- 
#0N objected to the clause.—Sir C. ADDERLEY expressed 
his objection to the clause,—Mr. WuitweLt supported it. 
On a division the clause was negatived by 130 to51. The 
se. as amended, was then ordered to be reported to the 

ouse, 

The Married Woman’s Property Act (1870) Amendment 
Bill,—This Bill passed ech en 

Factories.—Mr, Cxross brought in a Bill to make better 
provision for improving the health of women, young 
persons, and children employed in factories, and affording 
better means for the education of such children. The Bill 
was read a first time. 


. May 19.—Merchant Shipping.—Sir C, ApDERLEY brought 
in a Bill to amend the Merchant Shipping Acts, 1854 to 
1873, so far as relates to the measurement of the tonnage 
of merchant ships. 











The Customs and Inland Revenue 
read a third time. 

The Municipal Privileges (Ireland) Bil/.—The report of 
the Select Committee was brought up, and also a special 
report from the same Committee, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

May 20,—Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Bill.—Mr. 
Grecory, in moving the second reading of this Bill (ante 
p. 416), said the useful action of the court was hampered 
by a clause which prevented it from entertaining applica- 
tions unless they had received the concurrence of the 
tenants in tail, and also of all parties interested, however 
remotely. The practice of Parliament formerly was to 
require the consent of all such persons, and in handing 
its powers over to the Court of Chancery Parliament 
required it to obtain such consents. It did not occur to 
Parliament that the court had not, like Parliament, the 
inherent power of dispensing with such consent by legis- 
lation—a power which had been exercised against persons 
who proved. unreasonably obstructive. The present 
existence of the restriction enabled a man to say, ‘‘ It is 
true my substantial interest is worth little or nothing, but 
my concorrence is worth something. What will you give 
me for it?” Such refusals prevented a tenant for life 
granting building leases ; or, if au estate was encumbered, 
prevented him selling a portion of it to enable him to 
improve the remainder. He had spoken to many gentle- 
men at the Chancery bar, and had met with singular 
unanimity in favour of the Bill—The ArrornEy-GENERAL 
bad great pleasure in supporting the second reading.— 
After observations by Mr. Lorxrs, the ATroRNEY-GENERAL 
for IRELAND and Sir E. WaTKIN in support of the Bill, it 
was read a second time. 

Public Meetings (Ireland) Bill.—Mr. P. Smytu, in moving 
the second reading of this Bill, explained that its object 
was to assimilate the law of Ireland in regard to public 
meetings to the law of England.—The ArrorNEY-GENERAL 
for IRELAND moved that the Bill be read the second time 
that day six months.—After a long debate the Bill was lost 
on a division by 216 to 84. 

Municipal Boroughs (Auditors and Assessors) Bill.—Mr 
Dopps moved the second reading of this Bill, explaining 
that its object was to exclude the election of municipal* 
auditors and assessors from the operation of the Ballot Act. 
He thought the election of these officers a matter of such 
small moment that in regard to them it was desirable, on 
the ground of expense, to revert to the old system aud to 
spend only £5 or soon each election instead of £50 or £100, 
as at present.—Mr. Pett moved that the Bill be read a 
second time that day six months,—Sir H. James believed 
the including the election of auditors and assessors in the 
Ballot Bill was an oversight.—Mr.C, Lewis thought it would 
be rather unworthy of theHouse to alter so important a 
measure as the Ballot Act with reference merely to this 
question. A little expense should be endured for the pur- 
pose of testing the working of the Ballot Act.—Mr. Cross 
should be glad if this question were postponed until the 
larger question as to the power of auditors was discussed. 
An anditor should be appointed, not merely to check ac- 
counts, but also to disallow such charges as ought not to 
be allowed, avd until an auditor had power to disallow 
such charges no satisfactory conclusion could be arrived at 
on this matter. For this reason he would vote against the 
Bill.—Mr. Stevenson supported the Bill.—Sir G. Banrour 
was speaking when a quarter to six arrived. 

Drainage, ¥¢c., of Land (Ireland).—Mr. Brugn brought 
in a Bill to amend the Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Act, 1863. 

Patronage in the English Church.—Sir J. KENNAwAY 
brought in a Hill relating to ecclesiastical patronage in the 
Church of England. 


May 21,—Customs and Inland Revenue Bill.—This Bill 
was read a third time and passed. 

Valuation of Property Bill—Mr. Sciarer-Booru, in 
moving the second reading of this Bill, said that three of 
its main proposals were included in the Bill of last year. 
Three classes of property ought no longer to be exempt 
from rating. The first of those three classes was woods. 
It was proposed by the present Bill to evact that all 
land occupied by plantations and woods of various doscrip- 
tions should be subject to rater. It was proposed that if 


Bill.—This Bill was 
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land was used only for plantation or wood the value should 
be estimated as if it were let and occupied in its natural 
and unimproved state. The 5th clause provided that the 
rates levied upon the occupiers of woodlands should be 
repaid bythe owner. The second object of the Bill wasto 
render the right of sporting, when separated from the land, 
rateable. A sub-section of this clause provided. for the 
exceptionally rare case where the owner possessed the right 
ef free warren. He then came to by far the most important 
subject dealt with by this measure—that of the rating of 
mines. Hon. members were aware that, coal mines alone 
being referred to in the statute of Elizabeth, it had 
been held that all other mines were exempt from 
rates; but it had also been decided that where 
dues and royalties were reserved in kind they were subject 
to rates. The clause at the end of the Bill left the dues and 

ties liable to be rated as at present, their rateable value 
being assessed by the Assessment Committee. Under the 
provisions of the measure all metallic mines, or mines other 
than coal mines, were made subject to rates, but by clauses 
7 and 8 it was provided that tin and copper mines should be 
assessed according toa special mode. There was a provision 
in the Bill that, where mines were held upon leases the 
owners should repay the occupiers the sumsthey paid for rates 
until the expiration of the leases.—Mr. SransFeLp wished 
success to the measure, but Colonel Bartretor thought 
the Governmgnt might have been expected to deal with the 
ogy ina more complete manner. After some debate 

e Bill was read a second time. 

Public Health (Ireland) Bili—Sir M. Beacu moved the 
second reading of this Bill, which is framed on the model of 
the Act of 1872. After some discussion the Bill was read a 
second time. 

, Bar Admission Stamp Bill.—This Bill was read a second 
e. 
Colonal Courts Jurisdiction Bill,—-This Bill was also read a 
second time. 

Fines, Fees, and Penalties Bill,—This Bill was read a second 
time, the Government assenting on condition that in com- 
mittee the Bill should be altered so as to provide that 
boroughs should pay for the maintenance of their prisoners 
in county gaols. 

Juries Bill,—The House went into committee on this Bill, 
resuming the consideration of it at clause 53, which pro- 
vides that ‘fan unanimous verdict shall in all cases be 
required.”—Mr. Youne moved the insertion of the word 
“not” after the word ‘‘shall,” with the view of subse- 
quently moving a new clause providing that im civil cases 
a verdict of nine out of a jury of twelve should be sufficient 
after the jury had deliberated three hours.—Mr. Lops was 
& confirmed advocate of unanimity, which necessitated a 
careful consideration of the evidence by every individual 
juryman, and he did not see why unanimity should be right 
in criminal cases and not right in civil cases.—Mr. M. 
Lioyp supported the proposal—The Soriciror-GENERAL 
was in favour of unanimity of opinion among the jurors 
before a verdict was received. The number of cases in which 
juries had to be discharged without a verdict was ex- 
tremely small, amounting, in fact, to only 13 per cent. 
—Mr. Wanvpy also objected to the reducing of the number 
of twelve as proposed.—Mr. Forsyta was of opinion that 
there was no good reason for requiring that in civil cases 
a jury of twelve should be unanimous.—Mr. Serjeant 
Sion was in favour of retaining the present system.—Mr. 
Russert Gurney was of opinion that under the existing 
system a great many verdicts were returned in which 
there was no real unanimity, andin which there was a great 
straining of the conse’ urors in order to avoid the 
inconvenience ~~ ilt from their being locked 
ap fi id that the judges were in 
fps med to be forgotten that 

te of a different opinion. 

g ago, of which, among 

.Iderson and Mr. Justice 
recommended that, after 

he jury agreed, a verdict 

© be the most reason- 

»ntended for the prin- 

.)» oo \ntained that no good 

d tor eleer og the law in regard to 
in civil cases—On a division the 
by 144 to 45, 





Mr. ANDERSON then moved an amendment te the effect 
that in all criminal cases a jury might return a verdict of 
‘* Not proven,” in which event the prisoner should at ones 
be discharged.—The amendment was opposed by the 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL, and was ultimately negatived. 

The ATroRNEY-GENERAL for IRELAND then pointed out 
that the three previous clauses having been withdrawn and 
the Committee having decided that a jury should be unani- 
mous, the clause under discussion was unnecessary. It 
had better, therefore, be withdrawn, allowing the question 
of unanimity to depend on the common law.—Mr. Lops 
concurred in the suggestion, and the clause was negatived. 

Clause 57 was also struck out. 

Clauses were agreed to up to clause 62,en which Mr. 
GoLpNEY moved an amendment providing that jurors for — 
county courts and borough and county quarter sessions 
shall be sammoned trom the districts of those courts.—Mr. 
LorEs accepted the amendment, and it and the clause 
were agreed to. 

Clause 73 was being discussed when the. chairman was 
ordered to report progress. 

Metropolis Local Management.—Mr. Boorp brought in a 
Bill to amend the Metropolis Local Management Acts. 


= — 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAND TITLES AND TRANSFER BILL. 


OBSERVATIONS OF THE CovnciL OF THE INCORPORATED Law 
Society. 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have given 
their very careful and anxious consideration to the Bill 
presented by the Lord Chancellor to the House of Lords, 
intituled “An Act to simplify Titles and facilitate the 
Transfer of Lands,’ aud they have been furnished with 
numerous observations, drawn up with much care 
solicitors of large experience, on the details of the measure. 

That there should be unanimity of opinion on the prac- 
ticability of effecting, without danger of injury and compli- 
cation, so great a change in the transfer of land as is now 
contemplated was not to be expected. The Council, how. 
ever, are decidedly of opinion that an efficient system of 
Land Transfer will be an invaluable boon to the country, but 
that to be efficient it must be expeditious, economical, and 
simple in its operation. 

The efficiency will mainiy depend on the completeness ot 
the machinery by means of which the system is worked ; and 
though some minor details must necessarily be left to the 
discretion of the Registrar, tae Council think that the Agt 
should, as far as is possible, prescribe the machinery 
thoroughly and <niautely. 

The Council consider that a measure of this kind, to 
achieve any very considerable amount of success, must be 
constructed by one individual mind, which has fully mastered 
not only the main objects intended to be accomplished, but 
all the details of the machinery, and they do not propose te 
do more than to point attention to those parts of the Bill, ag 
amended, which appear to them to admit of improvement. 

By an Act passed in 1747 (20 Geo. 2, c 42) it wes 
enacted that where the Kingdom of England is mentioned it 
shall comprehend and include the Dominion of Wales, yet 
inasmuch as in many subsequent Acts of Parliament, and in 
section 5, sub-section 4, of this Bitl, both are named, it may 
be expedient to inform the landowners of the principality 
that Wales is included by naming it in the preamble. 

In many clauses “person,” ‘ proprietor,” “ trustee, 
“share,” is used in the singular number only, and in many 
others both singular and plural are used. It will be better 
to make the language of the Bill uniform throughout. 

The forms of transfer on the register which are given in 
the schedule are short and simple, and apparently sufficient. 
They, however, propose to continue the ancient ceremony 
of sealing, It is submitted that seals may conveniently be 
dispensed with, except in the case of corporations or 
companies, and it may be enacted that all transfers in the 
preseribed form shall have the effect, to all intents and 
purposes, of deeds under seal. i 

The Council are glad to observe that the forms given omit 
the old-fashioned receipt at the foot or back of the transfer. 
The transfer will contain an emphatic acknowledgmeat of 
the receipt of the money on a purchase or mortgage, which 
will be amply sufficient. 
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It is confidently believed that in ninety-nine cases out of 
one hundred “ Registration as proprietor only” will be 
adopted; and it is to be regretted that the Bill did not in 
the first instance deal exclusively with registration 4s pro- 
prietor, and complete all the provisions relating to that 
mode of registration, and proceed afterwards to provide for 
registration with “absolute” title and ‘‘limited’’ title. 
The mixing up of proprietary, absolute, and limited titles 
in the same sections bas a tendency to perplex, and indeed 
has already perplexed many who are by no means unfriendly 
to the registration of titles, 

The Bill gives no exact information as to the index to the 
register, yet a well-arranged index is all-important. With- 
out it the register cannot be effectively searched. There 
will no doubt be an index for each county, city, and county 
of a town, with a subdivision for each parish; and where, 
as in the northern counties, there are several extensive town- 
ships in a parish, for each township. 

It is assumed that the index will contain, alphabetically 
arranged, the names of all persons registered as proprietors, 
in the several places in which the lands may lie, with a re- 
ference to the register. 

There will be great convenience in having searches made 
by the registrar upon written requests, signed by a solicitor, 
and in having the result certified by the registrar. A 
printed form of request may be prepared, to be signed by 
each solicitor requiring a search, and the certificate may be 
written under the request, and returned to the solicitor, who 
must not be held responsible for any inaccuracy in the cer- 
tificate. 

Transfers on sales and mortgages will be signed and tran- 
sactions completed in all parts of the kingdom, and the pur- 
chaser or mortgagee must be protected, in the interval be- 
tween completion of the transaction in the country and 
registration of the transfer in London, against any inter- 
vening transfer. The vendoror mortgagor may, by notice 
to the registrar, stop any transfer except to the indicated 
purchaser or mortgagee (see section 97). The notice need 
not be given until the eve of completion of the transaction. 

Registration ought not to interfere with the acquisition 
of title by adverse possession, and it should be competent to 
the court to order registration as proprietor, of a person who 
has acquired a title by such adverse possession. 

It is proposed to consider 


Registration as proprietor only. 

Registration as proprietor will require no previous inves- 
tigation of title by the registrar. 

A transfer from A. B. to C. D., his heirs and assigns for 
ever, will have the same effect precisely as a conveyance from 
A. B. to C. D., to the use of C. D., his heirs and assigns for 
ever, now has; neither less nor more. It will, of course, be 
necessary that the registrar should require the transfer to 
mention the parish and county in which the lands lie, or he 
will not know in what index to place the name of the pro- 
prietor. No objection probably will be felt to a map or 
plan being required, because now maps are usually attached 
to conveyances of land on sales and purchases. But the 
registrar ought not to be empowered to require more. 

if C. D., at the end of, say, ten years, sell the land of 
which he is the —— proprietor to E. F., the registrar’s 
certificate of search will satisfy E. F. that for ten years past 
nothing has been done to affect C. D.’s power to transfer the 
land to him, but a title for ten years will not satisfy E. F., 
and he will have to investigate the title anterior to the 
register, to satisfy himself that the transfer by A. B. passed 
an unincumbered estate in fee-simple in the land to C. D. 
The title, however, will gradually become matured upon 
the register, and in time (and, under special conditions of 
sale, in a short time) it will become unnecessary to investi- 
gate the title anterior to the register ; the title will be com- 
plete upon the register. 

It is proposed (section 22) that on every registration the 
registrar shall enter in a book, to be called the land register, 
the name of the proprietor and a description of the 
land. It is confidently submitted that a much more con- 
venient arrangement will be that a duplicate of every 

er, unstamped, on paper of uniform size and quality to 
be prescribed by the registrar, be signed by both parties 
when the original stamped transfer is signed; that the 
duplicate be authenticated as a true copy by the certificate 
of the solicitor ; and that both parts be delivered to the 


registrar, who, having seen that the original is duly stamped, 
will indorse thereon a certificate of the day on which the 











registration was effected and a reference to the register, 
and return it to the solicitor; and that all the duplicates ' be 
bound up in books, and the names of the proprietors be 
entered on the index of proprietors, with a reference to the 
registers of the transfers. 

This plan will render certificates of land transfer un- 
necessary. The original stamped transfer, with the 
registrar's certificate endorsed thereon, will be all-sufficient. 

Considering that, when compulsory registration is in. 
force, the number of transfers will probably amount to: 
several hundreds in a day, the proposed plan of entering in: 
a book will occasion very inconvenient and injurious delay, 
and render necessary an enormous establishment of copying 
clerks, and consequently an enormous range of buildings. 
for carrying on the business of the office. 

After the Bill becomes an Act it will probably be found: 
advisable, when settlements of land ure made with power 
to the trustees to sell, to transfer the land settled to the 
trustees as proprietors, and to declare the uses and trusts of 
the land by a separate instrument. If registration of 
trustees as owners will have the effect of vesting the legal: 
fee in the trustees (sections 27, 35, 39, 40), it may affect 
very inconveniently the powers, rights, and remedies over 
the land of the man who, under the present system, would 
be legal tenant for life; but it does not appear necessary 
that registration in the names of trustees should have such 
effect. The jus disponendi may be in them without interfer- 
ing with legal estates for purposes of beneficial enjoyment. 

It will continue to be necessary for a purchaser or mort- 
gagee to ascertain by inquiry outside the register that the 
enjoyment of the land has been consistent with the title on 
the register. The beneficial owner will have the enjoyment, 
and the register may not sufficiently connect the enjoyment 
with the registered ownership. Care being taken that the- 
jus disponendi of trustees or mortgagees is in no way affected 
thereby, it might appear on ths transfer register that, in 
the one case, the registered owners are trustees for parties 
named as beneficially interested, and in the other are mort- 
gagees from the transferor. 

Where trustees are registered as proprietors, and there is 
a tenant in tail in possession, a transfer on the register by 
the trustee to him will have the effect of making him owner 
in fee-simple. He need not be required to disentail, as now,. 
by an instrument enrolled. 

Section 5, sub-section ‘“d’’ Trustees, with power to sell 
at their discretion, should be entitled to be registered as- 
proprietors, without requiring the consent of parties benefi- 
cially interested. They now have power to sell without 
asking the consent of any one, and registration will give 
them no further power. If the consent ofa tenant for life 
or in tail to asale by the truste2s be now necessary, the 
consents required by this sub-section must, of course, be given... 

Section 5, sub-section ‘‘e.” A mortgagee now almost 
invariably has the absolute ownership vested in him, with 
an abaolute power of sale, and probably he will require to 
be so registered that he may sell as if he were absolute 
owner, as now. 

A purchaser from a registered owner must not only 
ascertain, outside the register, that the occupation of the 
land is not adverse to the title of the registered owner, but 
if there be a lease to a tenant for a term not exceeding 
twenty-one years, he must ascertain the terms of the lease. 
He must also satisfy himself, by evidence outside the tee 
gister, that the subject of his purchase is wholly comprised. 
on the registered title. 2 

Section 8 should not apply to registration as proprietor. 

Section 9, There seems to be no reason why, on 4. 
registration as proprietor, the registrar should require more 
than the duly signed transfer and duplicate. 

Section 13 should not apply to registration as proprietor. 

Section 27. There is great diversity of opinion amongst 
solicitors favourable to the principle of registration on the 
subject of compulsory registration after three years. A 
majority of the Council, and they have reason to believe of 
solicitors generally throughout the country, are of opinion 


that registration should not be made compuleory until ex-- 
ease for a mach longer period than three years shall 
ve tested the efficiency of the now system. Severalsolicie >. 


tors, however, consider that compulsory registration it. © 
necessary for effectually testing the efficiency of the system, 
and that it is very undesirable to have two systems per 
manently in operation throughout the kingdow 

The sections, 28 to 43 inclusive, reisting t veveals. | 
(analogous to stock distringases) are very bepormet, Tomy 
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days’ notice, sent by post, to the cautioner, is a very inade- 
quate protection to him. In the autumn and winter thou- 
sands of persons, many of whom may have important 
interests protected by caveats, may be in remote parts of 
the world. Provision should be made for the ready with- 
drawal of caveats by the cautioner. 

There does not appear to be any ground of objection to 
the successive registered proprietors holding all the original 
deeds of transfer, care being taken that on any transfer an 
indorsement is made by the registrar, on the previons deed 
of transfer, of the subsequent transfer. 

If this suggestion be not adopted, then any deed of transfer 
after the first should state when the original transfer was 
registered, in order to show how long the land has been on 
the register. 

Section 76. On the death intestate of an owner of land, 
his heir, being well known and his title being unquestioned, 
can now enter into possession as of course and without 
incurring any expense ; but under this section the heir or 
person interested will have to incur the expense of applying 
to the court and establishing his heirship. If a registered 
owner by will devise his land to any one absolutely. the 
devisee will, it is presumed, be entitled to be registered as 
owner on production to the registrar of the probate, and if 
the land be devised to trustees upon trusts, the trustees 
thereof will be similarly entitled. fe an owner die intestate, 
or without naming a person to be registered as owner, it is 
desirable that the executor or administrator be registered, 
on the production of the probate or letters of administration. 
An executor or administrator is entitled to possess himself 
of all stocks and funds of the testator or intestate, and of 
all his leasehold interests, however large, and may be 
intrusted with the land. If it be thought necessary, the 
administrator may give security for the proper dealing with 
the land, as he now gives security for the proper dealing 
with the personal estate and chattels real. 

Section 41, &c. On the registration of leasehold estates 
held for long terms of years, the lease sbould be registered 
in extenso, A building lease for ninety-nine years is a new 
creation, and the register should show exactly what the 
new creation is. It will, during its continuance, be the 
subject of at least as many dealings as the ownership in fee 
during the same period. It will not be sufficient to put on 
the register the date, names of parties, description of tends, 
Tent, terms, &c., but all the covenants and provisions must 


appear. 

Tis satisfactory to observe that a lessee under a lease, 
whether already granted or hereafter to be granted, may be 
registered as proprietor although the lessor may not have 
been registered as proprietor. It is presumed that under- 
lessees also may be similarly registered. 

If a registered proprietor of the fee grant a lease, and the 
lessee be registered as proprietor of the leasehold interest, 
an entry will of course be made on the register of the fee 
that such lease has been granted; and similarly, on the 
grant by the lessee of an underlease, an entry of such under- 
lease will be made on the register of the lease. 

It will frequently occur that a registered proprietor of the 
fee will grant hundreds of leases of small portions of land 
for long terms of years, and if all the leases are registered, 
how is a person desirous of taking a piece of land on a 
building lease to ascertain that none of the leases which 
precede his on the —_— contain his piece of land? It 
will be intolerable that he should have to examine the 
register of every lease. The note on the register of the 
fee should specify the street or square and number of éach 
house if possible. 

Further, there are numerous instances of building leases, 
| gag by the owner of the fee, of large quantities of land 

a builder, who grante an underlease to each house when 
built, receiving often a very large sum for the underlease. 
Underleases are very often ted for the whole term, less 
@ few days, and these underleases and the assignments 
thereof will be registered, and reference must be made on 
the register of the superior lease to such underleases. There 
will be the register of the owner in fee, say of 1,000 acres, 
& register of numerous leases by the owner in fee for ninety- 
nine years to builders of, say, ten acres each, and a register 
of underleases granted by the several lessees. 

If the views in the foregoing observations with 
reference to land certificates be correct, sections 51 to 57, 
inclusive, will be unnecessary. 

Section 58. If this clause remain, the original transfer 
will be substituted for the land certificate, but it is sub- 





mitted that the section is unnecessary, as, whilst the 
depositee of the transfer holds it, the registered proprietor* 
cannot, without his consent, produce it to the registrar. 

Section 71. There seems to be no good reason why, 
on a new transfer being registered, and on a memo- 
randum thereof being endorsed on the former transfer, the 
| owner should not have the former transfer delivered to 

Im, 

If the suggestion already offered with respect to the 
registration of the executor or administrator be adopted, 
section 76 will require alteration, and the expensive 
machinery for finding out another person to be registered 
will be unnecessary. 

Section 82 provides for the entry on the register of @ 
trustee in bankruptcy of a registered proprietor, but enacts. 
that until entry the bankrupt’s power of disposal shall be- 
in no way affected. In the interval between the declaration 
of bankruptcy and the appointment of the trustee the- 
bankrupt may dispose of his land, and to prevent this it is: 
suggested that the Gazette notice of bankruptcy should. 
operate as a caveat. 

Section 103 seems to assume that there may be a convey- 
ance other than the deed of transfer. The transfer should’, 
for the purposes of registration, be the only instrument for 
the registrar to concern himself with. 

Section 107. Married women will have to be examined 
in all parts of the kingdom, and provision must te made for 
effecting this in or very near their places of residence. 

Section 127. It is most anxiously hoped that every 
registrar appointed under this Act will be chosen on account 
of his apparent pre-eminent ability satisfactorily to discharge 
the duties of the office. Ten years’ standing at the bar 
affords in itself no assurance of fitness, and there are many 
solicitors whose practical knowledge and ability would 
enable them to fill the office of registrar with the greatest 
satisfaction to the public. And whether a barrister or a 
solicitor be appointed, he will avail himself, in cases of 
difficulty, of the assistance of eminent conveyancing counsel . 
The Council see no reason why the choice of her Majesty 
should be restricted to barristers of ten or any other years’ 
standing, or to barristers exclusively. The sole aim should 
be to find out and appoint the best man for the office. 

The preceding observations apply with even greater force 
to the appointment of assistant registrars. The Council are 
very decidedly of opinion that the best and most efficient 
assistant registrars will not be found among barristers of ten 
years’ standing, to which class it is proposed to restrict tho- 
choice of the Lord Chancellor. Under the existing system 
solicitors prepare the abstracts of title and examine the 
deeds, and although they frequently consult eminent con- 
vevancing counsel on the title deduced, they very often 
assume the responsibility of accepting titles without 
putting their clients to the expense of consulting counsel. 
Where an investigation of title is necessary, the system 
which has been in operation for centuries should be con- 
tinued. The duties of assistant registrars will not be more 
important than those which devolve upon, and are admirably 
discharged by, the chief clerks to the equity judges, yet ’ 
these are taken exclusively from the class of solicitors. 

Great difference of opinion exists amongst solicitors on 
the subject of district registries. Many solicitors practising 
in the country have urged very strenuously that district 
registries ought to be established from the commencement 
of the Act, and that one registry in London alone will cause 
great additional expense to their clients. 

A majority of the Council are of opinion that one registry 
for the whole kingdom will be more convenient and less 
expensive than numerous district registries, and, on the 
ether hand, an opinion is very generally entertained by 
country solicitors that district registries will be 9 very great 
convenience. 

It may be remarked that tothe great bulk of country 
solicitors district registries will not be more accessible, and 
many of them will be less accessible, than a general registry 
in London. For instance, if a district registry be established 
for each county, or for populous districts, as Birmingham, 
Manchester, Liverpool, Leeds, it must be obvious that a 
very large proportion ef the ccuntry solicitors can have 
access to the registry only by making a journey, it may be 
of several miles, to the place where the registry is established, 
or by employing another solicitor on the spot. And dealings 
with land in one county through a solicitor practising in 
another and often a remote county are of constant occur- 
rence,! and he may not know any solicitor of the locality 
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where the district registry is established. 

Now, every provincial solicitor has, as the Law List shows, 
@ solicitor in London who acts as his agent, and through 
him he can always have access to the London registry if it 
be necessary for any one personally to attend at the registry. 
But if the system here recommended be adopted, it is difficult 
to see how it can be necessary for any provincial solicitor to 
attend the registry himself, or by his London agent except, 
indeed, in the case of registration of land with absolute or 
limited title, on the first registration. There is no reason 
why the provincial solicitor should not send the transfer and 
duplicate by post to the registrar, and receive back the 
transfer, with the memorandum of registration indorsed, by 
post also ; or why he should notsend by post a request to the 
registrar to make a search, and receive back by post the 
request with the registrar’s answer to it. 

if district registries be established, they should not be 
independent of, but connected with and subordinate and 
auxiliary to, the London registry. 

Ou the subject of registration with absolute title, the 
Council wish to express their earnest hope that absolute title 
is not intended to confer a title against ajl the world. Ifa 
title be carefully investigated by the registrar, and be con- 
sidered by him good and marketable, and the land be regis- 
tered as held under a “ Judicially approved title,” the 
owner will not obtain a lower price for the land by inserting 
in his contract or conditions of sale a stipulation that the 
purchaser shall have no other evidence of the title than the 
register affords. Not one purchaser in a thousand would 
desire any better title, or any other evidence of its validity. 

The Court of Chancery compels a purchaser to complete 
his purchase if the title be considered good and marketable, 
but the court gives him no assurance that he may hold the 
land against all the world, 





THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY OF 
IRELAND. 


The half-yearly meeting of the members of this society | 


took piace on Saturday, May 9th, at the Solicitor’s Build- 


Ball, of 11, Hume-street, was bound to prepare and register 
each conveyance or mortgage at the fixed charges (includ- 
ing everything except stamp duty and office fees) of £2 Qs. 
where the sum did not exceed £200, and of £3 3s. where 
thesum was more than £200, and did not exceed £500. 
That circular, he thought, virtually asked the tenants to em- 
ploy the commissioners’ solicitor in all cases. After some 
remarks by Mr. West, the subject dropped. 

Mr. A. Bartow, Vice-President, was called to the second 
chair, and the proceedings were closed with a cordial vote 
of thanks to Sir R. J. T. Orpen.—Abridged from the Irish 
Law Times. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. ; 
A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday, the 
subject for the evening's debate being—viz.. ‘ Tat the 
marriage of the parents at any future time should legiti- 
mise children born before marriage.’”’ The motion was 
carried by a majority of one. 





BRISTOL ARTICLED CLERKS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

The annual meeting of this society was held in the Law 
Library on Tuesday evening, April 28th, F. F. Cartwright, 
Esq., solicitor, in the chair, when Mr. Bryant opened the 
following subject in the affirmative :—‘“ Should the drama- 
tizing of a novel be an infringement of the author’s copy- 
right ?” Mr. Peach opposed, and the question was carried 
in the negative by a small majority. After the debate the 


/ committee’s annual report was read and unanimously 





adopted, which showed that during the session fifteen 
meetings for the purpose of debate had been held, that 
the largest attendance of members at any one meeting 
was 20, and the smallest number ten, and that the average 
attendance was seventeen, The largest number of 
speakers at any one meeting was sixteen, and the average 
number twelve. It also appeared that during the session 


| twelve new members had been elected, and two gentlemen 


ings, Four Courts, Sir R. J. T. N, the President, in | ‘ 
rd beri oun es mercer meter gore | members. After presenting their report the old committee 


the chair 

Mr. Goppard, the secretary, breught up the annual 
statement of accounts, which showed a cash balance in bank 
of £1,743 13s. 1d. to meet the current expenditure. 

After auditors had been elected 

Mr. Suannon moved thatthe meeting should stand ad- 
journed till that day fortnight, for the consideration of the 
Judicature Bill. 

Mr. Rocue seconded the resolution, which was agreed to. 

Mr. M‘Crzapy asked had anything been done in reference 


to the difficulty which had arisen about admitting non- , 


matriculated apprentices to the profession after four, instead 
of five years’ service? There had been a meeting of the ap- 
prentices, and the question had been referred to the council. 

The Secretary said the council had received a deputa- 
tion on Wednesday last from the apprentices, and were now 
considering the matter. He believed there would be no 
difficulty in settling it. 


Mr. SHannon observed that the difficulty arose from a | 


clear mistake in the Act. 
The CHarRMan, in reply toa member, said the question 


of a schedule of fees for the law courts had been brought | 


before the judges on the first day of term; but, as the Judi- 
catare Bill was to beintroduced, consolidating law and equity, 
the judges thought it would be premature to decide on a 
schedule at present. 

Mr. Ex.is, in reference to the certificate duty, expressed 
an opinion that it would be well the society either abandoned 
altogether the agitation against the tax or took really 
vigorous action to get rid of it. At present their movement 
was limited to an annual stereotyped letter to the English 
Society and an equally stereotyped reply from that body. 

The Cuateman said the profession and the society would 
be very glad to get rid of the certificate duty, but there was 
a difficulty in carrying the question without the assistance 
of the English Society. The subject, however, would not 
be neglected. 

Mr. Exx1s called attention to the practice of the Irish 
Church Commissioners, who on the sale of glebe lands sent 
notices to the tenants that they might purchase them on 
particular terms, and at the foot of the document there was 
a statement that, to facilitate the purchase of small holdings 
by the tenants, the commissioners had short formsof convey- 
ence and mortgage printed, and that their solicitor, Mr. John 





had resigned, and that the society consisted of thirty-four 


retired, and Messrs. E. L. Baylis, H. Crewdson , Hon. Sec.), 
W. F. Foster, T. W. Jacques, and W. G. Laxton were 
elected to be the committee for the ensuing year. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

The usual fortnightly meeting of the above society was 
held on Tuesday last, Mr. W. H. B. Rosher presiding, when 
a discussion arose on the following moot point :—‘ A house 
and premises adjoining a railway, but not touched by it, 
are depreciated in value through vibration, noise, and 
smoke, caused by the running of trains on the railway 
after it has heen completed—the premises, however, sus- 
taining no structural injury. Is the owner entitled to 
compensation from the company?” ‘The speakers in the 
affirmative were Messrs. Canning and I’. Smith, and in the 
negative Messrs, Hadley and F. W. Lowe, in whose favour 
the votes were given. 





THE JUDICATURE (IRELAND) BILL. 

A general meeting of the Bar of Ireland, called in pur- 
suance of a requisition by Thomas M‘Donnell, Esq., Q.C., 
Father of the Bar, was held on Friday last in the Law 
Library of the Four Courts, to take into consideration the 
provisions of the Judicature (Ireland) Bill. Peter Barlow, 
Esq., the senior member of the Bar present, was called to 
the chair. 

On the motion of E. M. Kelly, Esq., seconded by C. Peet, 
Esq., W. H. Kisby, Esq., was requested to act as secretary 
to the meeting. 

Frederick kK. Falkiner, Esq., Q.C., moved, and J. Faviere 
Elrington, Hsq., Q.C., seconded the following resolution, 
which was passed unanimously :— 

“That the secretary of this meeting be requested to com- 
municate to the Right Hon. the Attorney-General for 
Ireland, that in the opinion of the Bar of Ireland the Houge 
of Lords should continue to be the Ultimate Court.of Appeal 
for the United Kingdom, and that therefore the proposals 
embodied in Lord Redesdale’s pending resolation ane 
worthy of the serious consideration of her Majestys 
Government,” 
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It was moved by Serjeant Armstrong, and seconded by 
R. Gamble, Esq., Q.C.—*“ That the following gentlemen be 
and are hereby appointed a committee, with power to add 
to their numbers, to take into consideration the provisions 


Esq., Q.C.; George Keys, Esq.; F.R. Falkiner, Esq., Q.C.; 
W. H. Kisbey, Esq. ; David Ross, Esq.; J. H. Monahan, 
Esq., Q.C.; Le Poer Trench, Esq.; C. H. Hemphill, Esq., 
Q.C. ; D. H. Madden, Esq.; W. A. Exham, Esq., Q.C.; W. 


of the Judicature (Ireland) Bill, and report thereon to a | Dixon, Esq.; W. D. Andrews, fisq., Q.C. 


general meeting of the Bar:—John A. Byrne, Esq., Q.C.; 
R. P. Carton, Esq.; HE. M. Kelly, Esq.; J. P. Hamilton, 


The resolution was unanimously adopted. 
The meeting then adjourned until the 30th instant. 








COURT PAPERS. 


HIGH COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Trinity Term, 1874. 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


es) 
Date. Lorp MASTER oF Lorps v. C. v. C v. C, peer a g 
CHANCELLOR. THE ROLLS, Justices.  MALINs, Bacon. Hatt. os Tease. 
Sra Werk. 
Thrsdy. May 21 Mr. Merivale Mr. Disraeli Mr. Holdship Mr. Ward Mr. Latham Mr. Farrer Mr. Teesdale 
Friday......... 22 Milne Kiag Teesdale Pemberton * Leach Farrer Ward 
Saturday......23 Merivale Disraeli Holdship Ward Latham Rogers Leach 
9TH WEEK. 
Monday .....25 King Rogers Ward Leach Merivale Holdship Disraeli 
Tuesday ...... 26 Disraeli Farrer Pemberton Latham Milne Teesdale Rogers 
Wednesday...27 King Rogers Ward Leach Merivale Holdship Teesdale 
Thursday ...28 Disraeli Rogers Pemberton Leach Milne Teesdale Ward 
Friday......... 29 King #arrer Ward Latham Merivale Holdship Leach 
Saturday...... 30 Her Majesty’s Birthday kept. 
10rH WEEK. 
Monday, June 1 Farrer Holdship Latham Marivale Disraeli Ward Rogers 
Tuesday ...... 2 Rogers Teesdale Leach Milne King Pemberton Holdship 
Wednesday... 3 Farrer Holdship Latham Merivale Disraeli Ward Pemberton 
Thursday ... 4 Rogers Teesdale Leach Milne King Pemberton Latham 
Friday......... 5 Farrer Holdship Latham Merivale Disraeli Ward Milne 
Saturday...... 6 Rogers Teesdale Leach Milne King Pemberton _ Disraeli 
llra Werk. 
Monday ...... 8 Teesdale Ward Milne Disraeli Farrer Latham Hold ship 
Tuesday ...... 9 Holdship Pemberton Merivale King Rogers Leach Ward 
Wednesday...10 Teesdale Ward Milne Disraeli Farrer Latham Leach 
Thursday ...11 Holdship Pemberton Merivale King Rogers Leach Milne 
Friday.........12 Teesdale Ward Milne Disraeli Farrer Latham King 
Saturday 13 Holdship Pemberton Merivale King Rogers Leach Farrer 
CAUSE LIST. Darby v Finch cause, with witnesses 


Sittings, Trinity Term, 1874. 
Before the Lonp CHANCELLOR and Lorps JUSTICES. 
Appeal Motions. 
In re The London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank, (limd), 
and Co.’s Acts, 1862 
The Imperial Land Co. of Marseilles, (limd), v. Masterman (Ex 
parte Goschen & Others) restored by order 
Appeals. 1873. 
Viscount Valentia v Denton (restored by order) R.—23 April 
1874. 
Earle v ge B.—17 April 
Bulley v Bulley B.—17 April 
Robins v Rose B.—18 April 
Vaughan v Halliday B.—18 April 
Salvin v The North Brancepeth Coal Co. (limd) R.—20 April 
Smith v Grant M.—28 April 
Hayward v Cook R.—30 April 
Bates v Eley Eley v Bates B.—7 May 
Cottrell v Finney H.—8 May 
Thomson v Shaw H.—14 May 
Before the MAsTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Causes set down previous to Transfer. 


Cameron v Leyland cause, witnesses V CM 

Salmon'v Brooks cause, witnesses V CM 

Hodges v Wieland 1m f d witnesses before examiner VC W 
eon’ pauper, v Douglas m f d witnesses before examiner 


Prichard vCollette cause VC W 
Collette v Prichard cause VC W 
Small v Pratt fc restored by order 
Scott v Laver mfd 

Collings v Jordan cause with witnesses 
Payne v Wright cause VC H 

Peel v Smith cause, witnesses "VC M 








Stansfield v Peverall mfd VCM 
De Tourville v Beswick cause, witnesses VCH (May 27) 


Hornby v Hornby cause with witnesses May 26 


Remaining Causes, 

Transferred from the Book of the Vice-Chancellor Sir CHARLES 
Hatt, by Order dated 25th February, 1874. 
Kinghorn v Williams c The Gresham Life Assurance 
Taylor v Strange md Society v Below o, with 
Griffin v Chick md i 

Collette v Prichard c 

Walmesley v Vickers md 

Warde v Adam md 

Mayhew v Johnes md 

Smallwood v Smith md 

Horrocks v Bernstein c, with 
wits 


witns 
Abbott v Moss md 
Jennings v Williams md 
Palmer v Fatvoye c 
Harris v Jenkins c 
Dunne v English cc, with 

witns 
Studdy v Lumley ¢ 

End of Transfer. 
Causes set down since the Transfer. 

Browne v Radford Dell v Legg md_ wits before 
Jarvis v Mortimer md exmr 
Mortimer v Jarvis c, with BamfordvOrd md 

witns Stenning v Reynolds md 
Jones v Baynes md Watkins vy Miller md 
Attorney-General v Bevington Clarkson v Hirst md 
Ward v Lawson ¢ 
Christie v Widdrington m d 
Cooper v Cooper md 
Loder v Loder fe 
Fitzroy v The Cowbridge Ry. 

Co. md 
Orton v The North Metropolitan 


m 
Codrington v Codrington md 
Jones vy Walkington md 
Chapman vy Pitman md 
Ayles v Miller md 

Winter y Thompson md 
Dean v Wilson md 


Hickson v Hewitt c, with TramwaysCo. md 
wits Stanford v Hurlstone md 
Gray v De Mattos md Lawson v Hick md 


Cheers v Owen ¢ 

Macbraire v Mather m da 

Phillips v Silvester f cand 2 
sumns to vary (not before 


27 May) 


Roebuck v Chadwick 0, with 
wits 

Corbett v Waite co, with wits 

Spoor v Spencer o, with wits 

Bailey v Crawley md 
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Commissioners of Sewers 
London) v Glasse ¢ (23 
une) 

Durrant v Withers md 

Stenning v Haycock md 

Simon v The Bullock Printing 

Press of Philadephia md 

Dillon v Fortescue c, pro 

eonfesso 

Wells v Waters md 

Hankey v Durham c, with 

witns. 

White v Jameson md 

Honywood v Honywood fc 

Hunter v Watson fc 

Hope v New Russia Co. (limd.) 

cause set down at request of 
deft. J. Hughes 

Sherratt v Mountford fc 

Warne v Routledge md 

Gray v Gray fe 

Bower v Hague fc 

Turner v Buck fe 

Collette v Prichard 

witns 

Buckley v North of England 

Co-operative Wholesale 
Society md (June 2) 


c, with 


Flower v Shipton md 

City of [London Brewery Co. 
(limd.) v Batterbury m d 
(short) - 

Dalby v Legg md 

Gorwyn v Brock fc 

Ingle v Clogg fe 

Webber v Hart fe and sums 
to vary 

Cutler v Austin md 

Walters v Woodbridge fe 

Whittall v Jones md (short) 

Luck v Wilkinson m d 
(short) 

Medley v Medley md 

In re Gwyer’s Estate and 
Gwyer v Taylor f c and 
sums to vary 

Booker v Moulson fc 

England v Kendall fc 

King v Belchamber md 

Rogers v Laws md 

Pellatt v Pellatt fe 

Cooper v Lloyd c 

Colmore v Latimer md 

Mumford v Stohwasser md 

Simeox v Parker fc 

Devas v Bishop md 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHARD MALINS. 
Causes. 


Price v Slater m d pro con- 
fesso pthd (26 May) 

Vane v Vane exons for in- 
sufficiency 

Paine v Jones c, with witns 
(1 June) 

Pickering v Ager oc, wits (25 


May) 

Wilson v Thornbury m d (day 

to be fixed) 

Street v Bonsor c, wits (day 
to be fixed) 

Canter v Wodehouse 
confesso 

Pizzey v Wilkinson fc 

Flood vy Hampden md 

Walker v Dobson spc 

Plumer v Gregory md 

Bradshaw vCongreve md 

Bright, Knt.,v Marcoartu md 

Webster v Malcolm c 

Stewart v Lupton c, with 
witns (day to be fixed) 

Barnston v Barnston spc 

Rotch v Marshall spc 

Pollard v Wright md 

Topken v Parrott sp c 

White v Witt fc &sumns to 
vary (S.0.) 

Ex = E. Brain & Ors. petn. 
of right 

Prince v Dear md 

Maddin v Driscoll m d 

Lucas v Siggers m d and 
exmn. of ‘I’. Berry by order 


c, pro 


Rodgers & Sons (limd.) v 
Rodgers md 
National Society v School 


Board for London md 
— v English 
m 


Mayv May fc and petn 

May v Robertson c 

Harris v Mozley md 

Mozley v Harris c 

Killworth v Keyes spc 

Elton v Curteis c 

Morgans v Evans md 

Swete v Tindal md VCH 

SwetevCookson md VCH 

Michael v Price m d, witns 
before examr 

Kirk v Kirk md 

Davies v Davies md 

Williams v Williams c, with 


witns 
West India and Panama Tele- 
er. Co. v IndiaRubber &c. 
2; 


Telegraph Co. v Same e 


Roach v Trood md 

Thomas v Jones md 

Hardman v Poncia fe 

Sculthorpe v Tipper fe 

Thompson v Clarke fc 

Newill v Newill fe 

Brooks v Sidebottom md 

Greenwood v Lord fc 

Hingston v Tadd fc and 
petn (short) 

Foster v Foster fc 

Frushard v Thorn fe 

Twiss v Carter md 

Anderson v Barker c 

Mallis v Strange c 

Taylor v Cole md (sp exmnr 
appted) 

Rennie v Hawker m d (short) 

Stacey v Stacey md 

Braham v Everitt c 

Jacomb v Chart md 

Griffiths v Griffiths fc 

Lightfoot v Bell md 

Anglo-German Mining, &c., 
Co. v McClintock c 

Cassel Colliery Co (Limited) 
vAnglo- German Mining, &c., 

oc 

Russel v Kent md 

Tams v Riles md 

Reynett v Freake md 

Barker v Litler 

Litler v Whitehead fc and 
2 sums to vary 

Briggs v Silvester cause set 
down at request of defts 
Bullock and others 

In re Garmeson and Garmeson 
vSharrod fe 

Harper v Waterhouse fo 

Marshall vy Marshall fc 

Lewin v Rowland fc 

Noble v Noble fc and sums to 


vary 

Taylor v Taylor md 

Farrar v Green md 

Pattenson v Dettmar md 

Harnett v Baker md 

Harrison v Nottingham Manu- 
facturing Co. (Limited) c 

Thomson v Western md 

Eyre v Astorg spc 

Mitchell v Blackburn fc 

Sander v Heathfield fc 

Wellington v Taddy c 

Turnbull v Cranston case on 
app from Gateshead Co. 

t 


our 
Gribble v Tucker md and 


cause sd confesso 
Chappell v Clark m d (short) 











Benecke v Ball md 

Huggins v_ Frebout 
(short) 

Reuss v Barraclough m d 
witns before exmnr 

Bell v Dent fe 

Pearson v Helliwell fo 

Dickinson v Dickinson fc 

Philp v Botterell c, with 
witns 

Power v Watts md 

Gibson v Hardy md 

Wickham v Heath md 


md 


Lazarus v Schwersensky md 
witns before exmnr 
Down v Yearley m d (shorty 
Pollock v Pollock fe 
Baume v Williams md 
Wylis vEdlin fc 
Thorp v Brooks md 
Russell v Garland fe 
Court v Balchin fc 
Suthers v Jubb fe 
Baden v Bassett md 
Barlow v Heap m d (short) 
Evans v Cogan fc (short) 
Wilson v Maxfield c 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Str JAMEs BAcoN. 
Causes set down previous to Transfer. 
Dearden v Lees c witns and Attorney-General v The Fur- 


motn pthd (26 May) 
Youde v Cloud m d pt 
hd (2 June) 
bird v Holland nd VCM 


t 
Wilson v The Furness Ry. 
Co. md witns before exmnr 
Healey v Borough of Batley 
md V CM (spexmnr appd) 
Greg v Sagar c, with witns 
VCw 


Shaw v Longbottom m d 
VCw 


Parnell v Stevens md V CW 
witns before exmur 

Williams v Evans 
witns 


c, with 


ness Ry. Co, 
before examiner 

Wood v Harrogate Improve- 
ment Cominissioners md 
(26 May) 

Norris v Barker fc 

Attorney - General v Metro- 
politan Board of Works c, 
with witns 

Paddon v Winch md 

Bennett v Houldsworth c, 
with wits 

Aydon v Reed md (not be- 
fore 30 May) 

Hyde v Bluck m d and sumns 
witns before exmar 


m d, witns 


Remaining Causes ; 
Transferred from the Book of the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHarD 
Mattns, by Order dated 12th February, 1874. 


Parker v Mc Kenna ec (26 


May) 

Pearce v London Tramways Co, 
(limd) m d 

Wier v Gisborne md, witns 
before examnr 


Collins v Slade c with witns 

Borough of Folkestune v 
Ramell c, with witns 

Solomon v Minter c with witns 


Richards v Williamson c, 
with witns (9 June) 

Wyatt v Wyatt md 

Kempson v Ashbee md 

Mellor v Moorehouse , with 


witns 
Richards v Kitchen md 
Job v Potton c, with witns 
Potton v Marriott md 


End of Transfer. 
Causes set down since the Transfer. 


Meadows v Jordan fc pt hd 

Fisher v Blenkarn md 

Lomas v Smirthwaite md 

Martyn v Lean m d, witns 
before exmur 

Budge v Gummow fe 

Parker v Pocock fc and two 
sumns to vary 

Stanton v Baring 
witns 

Maidlow vGreen md 

Grierson v The Cheshire Lines 
Committee md 

Wood v Harrogate Improve- 
ment Commissioners m d 
(26 May) 

House v House md 

horne v Black fc 

Quekett v Score md 

Larratt v Mills m d 

Gregory v Somerset f c 


c, with 


Mitchell v Condy md 

Hyde v Large md 

Harding v Nicholson m d 

Allardice vJaques md 

Emanuel vy Padwick c, with 
wits 

Wilson v Tucker fc and sums 
to vary 

Strange v Lawrence fc 

Twitchin v Ellis md 

Muskett v Ringer fo 


Bese)” Stanton m d 


Harding v Moore m d (short) 
Earl hy Derby v Earl of Sefton 


m 
Heywood v Earl of Derby 
md 


McCraw v Jones fc 
Leadley v Sykes c 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir CHanLEs HALL. 
Causes set down previous to Transfer. 


Davis v Verrey md (May 
26) 


Moore v Moore md pthd 
The British Mutual Invest- 
ment Co. (limd) v Smart 
dem (May 23) 
Camps v Marshal md witns 
before examr 
Bullocke v Bullocke 
wits before examr 
Viant v Hart md 
Boynton v Boynton 
witns before examnr 
Kitching v Jones md 
Tomkins v The City Offices Co. 
(limd) c, with witus (June 1) 
Lautour v The Attorney-Gen- 
eral c with wits (S. 0.) 


md 


md 


Nicholson v Kemp m d witns 
before examr 

Young v Young 
wits (May 25) 

Hooker v Hooker fc 

Watkins v Bousquet m d 
(Suppl. Bill) witns before 

Dowlin Pontypool, Caer: 
owling v Pontypool, - 
tetony BY Newport Ry. Co. 
m d wits before examiner 

— v Smart md (witns 
before exmnr) 

Evans v Burns c 

Milner v Angell md p 

ing m 


Edwards v Browning 
Clark vClark fcand sums to 
vary 


c, with 
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In re Morris’s Estate, and Kitsonv Kitson fc 


Morris v Morris fc 


Remaining Causes 
Transferred from the Book of the Vice-Chancellor Sir R. 
Matins, by Order dated 21st April, 1874. 


Kenney v Dawson md 

Routledge v Smith c with 
witns (June 3) 

Taylor v Taylor m d 

Sutton v Cullen md 

Yapp v Williams md 

Lechmere, Bart, v Williams 

d 


m 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners v 
The Queen’s Hotel Co (limd) 


md 

De Faulong v Gardere c, with 
witns 

Pohl v Briton Medical and 
General Life; Association c, 
with witns 

Graham v Curteis md 

Beamish vy Mosedon md 

Sidney vSidney md 

Dance v Goldingham m d 

Crouch v Waite c 

South of Kngland Oyster Co. 
i v Hayling Rys Co 
m 


Buckingham v Glubb md 
Jarvis v Neal md 

Cook v Lound m d (short) 
Fenton v Fenton m d 


Walker v Walker c 
Highley v Morgan c 
Lousley v Eele md 
Peers v Wright md 


Stubbs v Jenni md 
Attorney-Gen v Wrench md 
City of London Real Pro- 


perty Cov Wrench md 
Gray v Lucas md 
Peverett v Crick md 
Peak v Paull c, with witns 
Agar v Wood m d 
Roberts v Buee c, with witns 
Thornton v Ellis c, with 
witns 
Gisbornev Gisborne md 
Jones v Jones md 
Burgess v Booth md 
Smythies v James c 
Monday v Edds c pro con- 
fesso 
Bickersteth 
md 
Christie v Christie md 
Mole v Whitchurch . c 
Wood v Souch c (set down 
at request of Deft) 


v_ Bickersteth 


End of Transfer. 
Causes set down since the Transfer. 


Hall v Hirst md 

Smith v Great Northern Ry 
Co spe 

Feaver v Woolly fe 

Westhead v Westherd 
and petn 

Watson v Row fc (set down 
by order) 

Morris v Morris fc 

Norris v Norris md 

Still v Hall ¢ 

H. White vy White md 

Stanbrough v Fraser fc 

Rubie v Lomer fc 

Casement v Saffery fc 

Hales v Miles md 

Martin v Martin fc 


fe 


Leeming v The Magnus 
"> eaed Slate Co. (Limd) 


m 
Ridsdale v Taylor fe 
Thomas v Thomas fc 
White v Morris fc 
Lamplugh v Cawood fe 
Lewis v Jones m d (short) 
Clark vy Lloyds m d (short) 
Marshall v Shrewsbury m d 
Green v Eldred m d 
Wagstaff v Colvin fc 
Manners v Bridges m d 
Gardner v Jonee md 
Brooke v Ingham fc 
Loxley v Loxley md 
Ansbacher v Wustlich m d 


ALBERT LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY 
ARBITRATION. 
Notice to Creptrors. 
In the Matter of the Albert Life Assurance Company 
Arbitration Act, 1871. 

All persons having policies or other contracts on which 
proof has not vet been admitted in this Arbitration are to 
take notice that an application is now pending in Parliament 
for an Act (notices having been duly published according to 
Standing Orders) under which all claims not brought in by 
an early day will be absolutely barred. 

2. All persons having established claims in this Arbi- 





tration are to take notice that the said Act will also provide 
for the final closing on an early day of payments by the 
liquidators of dividends and other money remaining in their 
hands unclaimed. 

38. Therefore all persons who desire to participate in the 
distribution of the assets (so far as any assets will remain 
unallotted after payment of the dividends already declared) 
should at once bring ia their claims to us. 

4, And all persons to whom any dividend or other money 
is payable by us as liquidators in this Arbitration should at 
once apply for the same. 

Dated this 30th day of April, 1874. 

By order of the Arbitrator, 
S. Lowe Price, 
Jno. Youne, 
Joint Official Liquidator in the Albert 
Life Assurance Company Arbitration. 

Thomas Preston, Secretary. 

3, Westminster Chambers, Victoria-street, 
London, S.W. 





SITTINGS AT NISI PRIUS IN AND AFTER 
TRINITY TERM. 


Quren’s Bencu, Common PLEas, AND EXCHEQUER. 
In Term.—Middlesex. 
May 23, 29; June 5.—No London Sittings. 


After Term. 
June 13 and 27. 


ExcHEQUER CHAMBER. 
May 23.—10 o’clock. 
Court oF CrrminaL APPEAL. 
May 30.—10 o’clock. 








LEGAL ITEMS. 


It is stated that the Treasury has decided on increasing 
the salaries of the metropolitan police magistrates. 


The Times understands that at a private meeting recently 
held, the Scotch judges unanimously agreed to report 
against the removal contemplated by the Bill of the Scotch 
appeals from the House of Lords. Intimation of this fact 
has been communicated to the Government. 


It is stated that arrangements are in progress for the 
selection of a successor to the Right Hon. Montagu Bernard, 
D.C.L., in Chichele’s Professorship of International Law 
and Diplomacy. The electors are the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury, the Warden of All Souls’ College, the Lord Chancellor, 
the Judge of the Admiralty Court, and the Foreign Secretary. 
They invite applications to be sent to the archbishop’s 
secretary before the 30th June next. 


A deputation from the Social Science Association waited 
on Tuesday upon the Earl of Carnarvon at the Colonial 
Office with the view of urging upon the Government the 
desirability of providing better securities for the intellectual 
labour of British subjects in foreign countries. Mr. E. 
Jenkins, M.P., in introducing the deputation, said he had 
suffered personully from the difficulties which at present 
exist with regard to copyright. Mr. Webster, Q.C., gave an 
exposition of the law affecting copyright. Lord Carnarvon, 
in reply, undertook to give the subject his best considera- 
tion. 

The Evening Standard reports the following conversation 
as having occurred on Tuesday in the court presided over 
by Mr. Commissioner Kerr during the trial of a case of 
Jennings and Wife v. The London General Omnibus Company, 
for injuries sustained through the negligence of the com- 
pany’s servants in driving an omnibus against the plaintiff's 
van. A postponement was applied for on the ground of the 
sudden illness of the female plaintiff, whereupon “ the judge 
remarked, I cannot help you, Mr. Howard, I can give you 
no assistance. Such cases against the company come into 
this court in numbers, and are brought to pick the pockets 
of the omnibus company. Mr. Morgan Howard: I am 
sorry that that observation should have been made by your 
Honour at the very outset, and in the hearing of the jurors 
who are in the court. The Judge: I can’t help that. It is 
well known that such cases are brought before me as I 
have stated.” It appears, however, that the Commissioner 
observed that he was not at all prejudiced. 


At the Bradford County Court on Tuesday Mr. Daniel, 
Q.C., the judge, addressing Mr. Terry, said that the Home 
Secretary had e inquiries, and was anxious to know what 
the practical effect of issuing judgment summonses was. He 
(Mr. Daniel) had obtained returns from the eight high 
bailiffs on his circuit, from which he found that during the 
year 1878 there were 724 judgment summonses issued. Of 
these, 271 were heard, the difference between 724 and 271 
being the number of summonses which could not be served 
personally, or those for which the debts were paid after 
service. Of the 271 summonses heard, 162 orders were 
made, the difference being the number of cases in which 
the court did not see fit to give an order. Out of the 162 
orders made, there were 100 arrests—the difference of 62 
being those who paid between order and the arrest—and 
of the actual arrests, 25 only suffered imprisonment, the 
other 75 paying under — of arrest. that actually 
last year out of 723 judgment summonses only twenty-five 
persons suffered imprisonment.—Mr. Terry said he was 
satisfied there would be few actual imprisonments.—His 
Honour remarked that the summonses had been the means 
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of making men pay, and some of them had been against 
men who were able to pay.—Mr. Terry said, according to 
the evidence of the figures, which he had no doubt were 
correct, imprisonment had the effect of making men pay 
who otherwise would not.—His Honour said it would not 
do to mention names, but in some cases there were persons 
in respectable positions in life who would not pay—men 
who got clothes and wore them, and had a great objection 
to pay their tailor until pressure came.—Mr. Terry observed 
that if some of the gentlemen in London had the 
experience they have in the provinces, they would not 
have such foolish notions.—His Honour said he had seen a 
paragraph headed “A Bishop doing Curate’s Work,” and 
it stated that during the last vacation the Bishop of Exeter 
took the pastoral charge of an overworked incumbent in 
his diocese. He (the judge) wished some of those gentle- 
men in London would come down and do his duty for him, 
and they would gain experience. 

The Albany Law Journal says that in an action 
on a life insurance policy recently tried in New York, 
before Mr. Justice Van Voorst, the evidence showing 
fraudulent conecalment, the judge directed the jury to 
render a verdict for the defendant. The usual formal 
question was thereupon asked by the clerk: “Do you 
find this to be your verdict?” and all responded, ‘‘ No!” 
“No!” Judge Van Voorst, however, paid no attention 
to them, simply saying, “You are discharged.” Another 
illustration of the independence which juries sometimes 
assume comes from Canada. The action was libel, and 
after deliberation the jury returned the following verdict in 
writing :--“ Guilty of libel without malice.” His Lordship 
explained to them that this verdict was equal to a verdict 
of not guilty. The foreman replied that they were unani- 
mous in their verdict. They were then asked to make 
their verdict in the usual way of “ guilty” or ‘not guilty.” 
They again returned with the same verdict. His Lordship 
refused to accept it, and the jury again retired, and after a 
further absence of two hours came into court and said they 
could not agree on any other verdict. They were then 
discharged. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, May 22, 1874. 
2 per Cent. Consols, 934 Annuities, April, ’85 9% 
Ditto for Account, June 5 93g Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
® per Cent. Reduced 91§ Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct. par 
New 3 per Cont., 913 Ditto, £500, Do par 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, "94 Nitto, £100 & £200, 





- Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 | Bank of England Stock‘ 5 


Vo. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 


Ct. (last half-year) 256 
Annnities, Jan, 80— 


Ditte for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto Sper Cent.,July,"60l(9} 4 Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 102 
D tto for Account.— Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct.'881019 April,*64— 
Ditto,ditto,Certificates, — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug.’73 100) 
Ditto Rn faced Ppr.,4 per Cent.97 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 

(nd. Bnf.Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’7% Ditto, ditto,under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 
















Railways. |Paid.|Closing Price 

Stock Bristo! and Exeter ........ danpibanicheitigseneenbin eee | 100 121 
Stock Caled ve | 100 954 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western .,.,..cccssorsveee +| 00 103 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... ce 100 

Stock Great Morthern ........-sscscccssese srovesseresseeees | 100 138, 
Stock’ Do., A Btock® ......000-.-sccccesseressvessece apdseed 100 154 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 109 


Stock) Great Western—Origival 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ..,... 
Stock London, Brighton, and South C 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover... 
Stock London and North-Westera .., 



































Ss.ck| London and Soth Western... .ccorreasee sone, 100 12 
St «k| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ,....... eres) 100 70 
Sroek) Metropolitan .....0.cecscossereessessossscesssssversrees | 100 614 
Sixxk) Do., Distriet ve} 100 

Stock | Midland | 100 130: 
stock | North British a | 100 st 
Stoek| North Eastern ! 100 166 
Stock} North London........ eo | 100 109 
Stock| North Staffordshire ......... sieockdenniteansniileets | 100 

Stock) South Devon 100 65 
Stock | south-Lastern « 100 ible 





* & receives no dividend a.2til 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 


The Bank rate is unchanged. The return shows that 
the proportion of reserve to liabilities has increased from 
37 per cent. last week to 41} per cent. this week. There 
has been considerable dulness in the railway market, re- 
lieved by occasional temporary and slight advances in 
price. North Hasterm fell on Wednesday on the announce. 
ment of a considerable decrease of traffic. The French 
ministerial crisis has affected unfavourably the foreign 
market, and on Wednesday there was a considerable re- 
action in Turkish, which have recently been very firm. 
Egyptian also fell on Thursday. Consols on Thursday 
closed 93% to 4 for delivery, and 93} to § for June. 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 
AT THE MART. 
May 14.—By Messrs. BuTcHER. 
Surrey—The Leatherhead Brewery, with two inns and other 
premises, freehold. Sold £6,850. 
Bromley—The Jolly Farmer public-house, freehold. Sold 





1,200. 

Cheam—The freehold residence, The Willows. Sold £760. 
May 19.—By Messrs. DEnENHAM, TEWson, & FARMER. 
De Beauvoir-town—Nos. 168 and 174, Southgate-road, term 49 

years. Sold £1,040. 
May 20.—By Messrs. Futter, Horsry, Son, & Co. 
Claph Detached freehold residence, Sundon House 
Sold £1,980. 





By Mr. G. SPILLMAN. 
Blackheath—No. 38, Lee terrace, term 58 years. Sold £2,110. 
Messrs. Danret Cronin & Sons. 
Chelsea—King’s road, the Hand and Flower wine vaults, term 
27 years. Sold £4,500. 
Somer’s Town—The Lord Somer’s Arms, and three houses 
adjoining, term 17 years. Sold £12,000. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIKTHS. 

Cooke—On May 20, at Heckfield Villa, Wood-green, the 
wife of W. H. Cooke, Esq., B.A., barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter, 

DonaLpson—On May 16, at 15, Vicarage-gardens, Campden- 
hill, Kensington, the wife of William Leverton Donaldson, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

LABILLIERE—On May 16, at 5, Aldridge-road Villas, West- 
bourne-part, the wife of Francis P. Labilliere, Esq., barris- 
ter-at-law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE, 

Surpson—TuckER—On May 21, at St. Mark’s, Myddelton- 
square, by the Rev. Henry Jones, Vicar, assisted by the Rev. 

arding Dixon, uncle of the bride, Zephaniah Simpson, 
Esq., of The Ferns, Norwood-road, to Lucy Eva, second 
daughter of John Tucker, of 68, Chancery-lane, and 38, 
Amwell-street, solicitor. No cards. 
DEATHS, 

Davies—On May 15, Tyr Berllan, Crickhowell, George 
Augustus Aprim Davies, Esq., solicitor, aged 84. 

Inwrn—On May 15, at 6, Gray’s-inn-square, Anthony Wel- 
lington Irwin, Esq., solicitor, aged 58. 








LONDON GAZETTES, 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 


Faia, May 15, 1874. 

Roberts, William, Charles James Ruberts, and Alfred William Roberts, 
Jobn st, Rochdale, and Haywvod, attorneys and solicitors, Lauca- 
shire, Dec 31 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tuxspay, May 12, 1874. 
County PavaTine or LANCASTER. 

Rhos Slate and Slab Quarry Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented April 24, directed to be heard before tie Vice Chan- 
cellor, at 8t George’s Hall, Liverpool, on Thursday, May 14. Giil, 
Liverpool, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Srawnanies or Devon, 

Gein Tin Mining Oompaay, Limited.—Vetition for winding up, pre- 
sented April 28, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden, at the 
Law Institution, Chancery lane, on Wednesday, May 13, at 12. 
Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing, ia opposition to the 
petition, must be filed at the Reuistrar’s Office, Truro, on or before 
May 9, and notice thereof must st the same time be given to the 
= , his solicitor, or his agents. Hodge and Co, Truro, agents 

r Korly, Great Wiuchester st, soli for the petitioner. 
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STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
Budnick Consols Tin Mining Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by the Vice Warden, dated May 4, it was ordered that the above 
ny be wound up. Carlyon and Paull, Truro, solicitors for 


= titioners. 
etitioners, 
-e Farpay, May 15, 1874. 
Us LIMITED 1N CHANCERY. 

Agricultural.Cattie Insurance Company.—The M.R. has, by an order 
dated April 28, appointed William Henry Houldsworth, Manchester, 
to be official manager. 

Metropolitan Street Tramways Company.—Creditors of the above com- 
pany are required, on or before May 30, to send their names and 
addresses and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Fouls- 
ton Hunt, Blackfriarsrd. June 8 at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjadicatinz upon the debts and claims. 

Pimlico, Peckham, and Greenwich Street Tramways Company.—Credi- 
tors of tl:e above company are required, on or before May 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Joseph Barber Glenn, Poultry. June 4 at 12 is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Cardigan Iron, Steel, and Wire Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented May 14, directed to be heard before the M.R., on 
May 29. Doyle and Edwards, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn, agents for 
Binney and Sons, Shettield. solic itors for the petitioner. 

Laneashire Engineering and Compression Casting Company, Limited.— 
Creditors are required, on or before June 10, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Robinson Trevor, Clarence buildings, Booth st, Manchester. 
Wednesday, June 24, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims, 

Suburban and Metropolitan Co-operative Society, Limited.—Petition 
for windiug up, presented April 30, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins, on May 23, Grain, Phi'potlane, solicitor for the petitioner. 

S ansea Smelting and Silver Mining Company, Limited. —Petition for 
winding up, presented May 8, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins, on May 23. Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, Strand, solici- 
tors for the petitioners, 

Tahiti Cotton and Coffee Plantation Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated May 4, it was ordered that the above com~- 
pany be wound up. Foster, Queen sf place, sulicitors for the petiti- 
uhers. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fray May 15, 1874, 


H-dleigh Senior Benefit Society, Hadleigh, Suffolk, May 9 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 


Turspay, May 12, 1874. 

Andrews, John, Catley Cross, Hereford, Gent. Andrews v 
Greaves, V.C. Malins. Smith, Ledbury 

Bignold, Rev Samuel Frederick, Tivetshall Rectory, Scole, Norfolk, 
June 4. Wiseman v Bignold, M.R. Bignold, Norwich 

Cann, Samuel, Wymondham, Norfolk. May 29. Cana v Cann, V.C. 
Hall. Bailey, Norwich 

Craig, Thomas Grive, Richmond, Surrey, Gent. June 12, Re Craig, M.R. 
Burt, Threadneedle st 

Iron, John, Dover, Kent, Gent. June 12. Fielding v Iron, M.R. 
Hayter, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Jones, John, Trybach, Glamorgan, Surgeon, 
V.C. B»con. Kempthorne, Neath 

Long, Edward, Thornbury, Gloucester, Surgeon. 
Long, M.R. Scarlett and Gwynn, Thornbury 

Moss, Mary, Montague rd West, Hackney. May 27. 
V.C. Hall. Freeman, Gutter lane, Cheapside 

Raymond, William Chapman, Abbey rd, St John’s Wood, Wharfinger. 
une 3, Raymond v Charrington, M.R. Russell, Coleman st 

Stratton, George, Norfolk, Farmer. June 16, Winearis v Stratton, 
M.R. Beloe, King’s Lynn 

Thompson, Mary, Harrogate, York, June 12.5 Fawce't v Harrop, M.R. 
Powell, Harrogate 


June 8. 


June 6. Jones v Jones, 
Michael v 


Frost v Brittain, 


June 12, 


Fripay, May 15, 1874, 
Ashworth, Richard, New Line, Rochdale, Lancashire, 
Ashworth, V.C. Hall. Wright, Bacup 
» Jane, Whitehaven, Cumberland. June 10, Gilpin v Wilson, 
V.C. Bacon, Thomson, Great Winchester st 
Smith, William, Keighley, York, Machine Maker. 
Crabtree, V.C. Malins. Burr, Keighley 
NEXT OF KIN, 
Glover, Stirling Freeman, Buxton, Derby, Lieutenant-Colonel. Sept 7. 
Talbot v Jevers, V.C. Bacon, Coulthurst and Van Sommer, New ian, 


Strand 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Viot. cap, 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpay May 85, 1874. 

Agar, Henry, Wimpole st, Cavendish square, Hotel Keeper. 
Low, Wimpole st, Cavendish square 

Allen, Elizaveth, Blackpool, Lancashire, Lodging house Keeper. June 
20, Charniey and Co, Blackpool 

Baker, Mary, Leamington Priors, Warwick, 
Chadwick, Warwick 

Bell, Jane, Bedlington, Northumberland. July 12. Woodman, Stobd- 
hill, Morpeth 

Benjamin, Emanuel, Great Alie st, Whitechapel, Gent. June 15. Lewis, 
Wilmington square 

Bishoprick, Robert, Richmond, York, Gent. June 30. Croft 

Blayney. Right Hon Cedwaljlader, Lord Castle Blayney, Ireland. 
June 30, Palmer and Co, Trafalgar square, Charing Cross 

is, Sophia, Great Baddow, Exsex. June 1. Blood and Son, 
itham, Essex 

Bower, William, Bowerclough, Rainow, Chester, Yeoman. Jnne 20, 
Brocklehurst and Go, Macclesfield 

oe, Charles, Brighton, Sussex, Doctor, June 13. Cockburn, 

ton 
Davy, Laurinda, Skirbeck East, Lincoln. June9. Bean, Boston 
Dean, Ann, Hastings, Sussex. June 1, Mason, Gresham st 


June 5. Hill v 


June 4, Smith v 


June 20. 


June 24. Newsam and 





Gibbs, Robert, Old Stratford, Warwick , Gent. June 24. Hunt, Strat- 
ford- upon-Avon 

Goodrick, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Master Mariner. 
Thorney, Kingston-upon-Hal 

Hamlin, James, Tickenham, Somerset, Retired Police Sergant. July 2. 
Hamlin, Wrington 

Johason, John, Malton, York,Gent. Jaly 1. Simpson, Maltoa 

Lambert, Elizabeth Richmond, York, Innkeeper. June 30. Croft, 
Richmond 

Loader, Charles, Alma st, New North rd, Islington, Gent. June 24. 
Justice, Bernard st, Russell square 

Lomas, William, Macclesfield, Cuaster, Gent. 
and Co, Macclestield 


Jane 23. 


Jane 20. Brocklehurst. 


Lovell, George, Wrington, Somerset, Ostler. July 2. Hamlin, 
Wrington 
Martin, Francis Mountjoy, Charles st, Berkley square, Esq. July 1. 


Bevan and Daniell, Chancery lane 

Monk, John, Middle Temple, Esq,Q.C. June 23. Sole and Co, Alder- 
manbury 

Miller, William, Watcham Park rd, Old Kent rd, Collector. July 1. 
Hepburn and Sons, Bird in Hand court, Cheapside 

Nightingale, George, Great Dover st, Draver. June 15. 
Farrar, Wardrobe place, Doctor’s commons 

Ottley, Edward John, St George’s square, Captain (Edmonton Rifies). 
September |. Day and Hassard, Great George st, Westminster 

Owen, Lavinia Galpine, Albion square, Dalston. Jane i2. Neal, 
Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st 

Parrott, Williaa: Barnwell, Banner st, St Luke’s Cardboard Manufac- 
turer, June 24. Poole, Bartholouew close 

Phelps, Margaret, Chichester, Sussex. June 15, 
Philpot lane 

Ridsdale, Jane, Sheriff Hutton, York. July 1. 

Rooke, Hon Catherine, Gisburne, York. Jualy!. 
Blackburn 

Routledge, Joseph, East India avenue, Leadenhall st, Ship and In- 
surance Broker. July i. Carew, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Smith, Mary, Blackpool, Lancashire. June 15. Charaley and Oo, 
Blackpool 

Spires, William, Ifeld rd, West Brompton, Publican. June 24. Hop- 
good, Whitehall place ’ 

Triquet, William Daniei, Camberwell rd, Gent. June 10, Askin, 
Garden court, Temple 

Weightman, Richard, Darlton, Nottingham, 
Marshall and Co, East Retford 

Wyatt, Henry Earley, Hastings, Sussex, Esq.- August 12. Phillips, 
Hastings 


Farrar and 


Keighley and Co, 


Simpson, Maltea 
Robinson and Sons, 


Farmer. June 13. 


Bankrupts. 
FaipaY, May 15, 1874. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Cox, Robert, Bristol, Stonemason. Pet May 13. Harley. Bristol, 
June 8 at 12 
Holden, John, and Joseph Edmund Perry, Liverpool, Coal Merchants. 


Pet May 12. Watson. Liverpool, June 2 at 2 

Kelly, Michael, and John Keily, Eccles, Lancashire, Joiners. Pet May 
16. Hulton. Salford, June 3 at 1) 

Portass, William, Sutton bridge, Lincoln, Engine Maker. Pet May 12, 


Partridge. King’s Lynn, Jane 2 at il 
Smith, Robert, st Neots, Huntingdon, Chimney Sweep. Pet May 13. 
Pearse. Bedford. June 2 at 3 
Thomas, Henry, Bristol, Boot Upper Marchant. Pet Miy 13, Harley. 
Bristol, June i at 12 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Farpay, May 15, 1874. 
Rogers, Thomas, Bletchington,, Oxford, Farmer. May 7 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tussrar, May 12, 1874. 
Atherton, Henry, Manchester, Draper. June 1 at 3 at offices of 
Ryland, Essex st, Manchester 
Backhouse, John, Preston, Lancashire, Toba cconist. 
offices of Forshaw, Cannen st, Preston 
Bakewell, Charles Siddall, Norton in-thegMoors, Stafford, Colliery 
Clerk. May 20 at 10 at offices of Stevenson, Brook st, Stoke-upon- 
Trent 
Banks, Edward, Hanley, Stafford, Earthenware Manufacturer. 
18 at 11 atthe Queen’s Hotel Hanley. Shires, Leicester 
Bartlett, James, Plymouth, Devon, Railway Porter. May 22 at Il at 
offices of Square, George st, Plymouth 
Batten, Joseph, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Boot Dealer. 
of Barnard and Co, Cockherbtown, Car . 
Bean, Robert, Ashford, Kent, Milkman. May 29 at Il at offices of 
Hallett and Co, North st, Ashford 
Blain, Joseph, Whitehaven, Builder. 
Sandhills lane, Whitehaven 
Bowhay, William Henry Angel, Modbury, Devon, Machinist. June3 
at 12 at offices of Carter and Son, Carey buildings, Abbey rd, Por- 


May 23 at3 at 


May 
May 26 at 2 at office 


May 29 at 3 at office of McKilvie, 


u 
a am James, Cambridge, Fruit Dealer. May 30 at Ll at offices of 
E}lison and Burrows, Alexandra st, Cambridge 
Bryant, Edward Ross, and Henry Walker Kerrich, Chester-le-Street, 
Durham. May 28 at 1 at offices of Ingledew and Laggett, Daan st, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Butchard, Quinton Adolphus, Reading, Berks, Stationer. May 27 at 
12 at 27 Sackville st, Piccadilly. Tidy and Co, Reading 
Carew, Benjamin Francis Hallowell, Dake st, Manchester square, 
June 4 at 2 at 6, Cork st, Burlington gardens. Davies 
Carter, John, Birmingham, Draper. May 25 at 3.at offices of Rowlands, 
Ann st, Birmingham 
Cattermole, Ann, Birmingham, Draper. May 26.at 12 at offices of Free, 
Temple row, Birmingham 
‘omissing, Joseph Watson, Peterborough, Northampton, Surgeon 
May 28 at 12 at the Wentworth Hotel, Peterborough. Smith, Peter. 
borough e 
Couban, James, Burnley, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner, June 2atd at 
offices of Sale and Co, Booth at, Manchester 
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«Couzens, Alfred, Havant, Hants, Innkeeper. May 27 at 11 at offices of 
Vosper, East st, Havant 
Croft, George Hutchinson, Dewsbury, York, Cabinet Maker. May 22 
at 3 at offices Ibberson, Dewsbury 
Deacon, John, Daventry, Northampton, Engineer. May 22 at 3 at 
offices of Roche, Daventry 
Edge, Joseph Batchelor, Kidderminster, Worcester, Innkeeper. May 
23 at 2 at the Globe Hotel, Kidderminster. Crowther, Kidderminster 
fenerty, Rebecca, Liverpool, Greengrocer. June 5 at 3 at offices of 
Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 
‘Foulkes, Thomas, Corwen, Merioneth, Innkeeper. May 23 at 12 at the 
Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Wrexham. Jones, Liangollen 
ox, John, Brookhouse Caton, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. May 
27 at 2 at offices of Johnson and Tilly, Lancaster 
Freeman, Edgar, Green Hammerton, York, Pablican. May 22 at11 at 
the Elephant and Castle Inn, Knaresberough. Watson, York 
rith, John, Swinton Bridge, York, Shoe Dealer. May 28 at 2 at the 
Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley. Freeman, Barnsley 
Gardiner, Edward, Cambridge rd, Kilburn, Oilman. May 27 at 12 at 
offices of Sampson, Marylebone rd 
Gonld, Alban, Brighton, Sussex, Tobacconist. May 29 at 3 at offices of 
Clennell and Fraser, Great James st, Bedford row. Nye, Brighton 
“Graham, George Frederick, Osnaburgh st, Regent’s Park, Teacher of 
English. May 27 at 3 at offices of Westall and Co, Leadenhall st 
Groves, George, Sheffield, ee ~ ge Reporter. May 29 at 12 at the 
George Hotel, High st, Sheffield 
Hartley, Charles, Ollerton, Nottingham, General Dealer. May 22 at 1 
at offices of Appleton, Bridge st, Worksop. Burdekin and Co 
Haynes, Arthur, Lea Bridge corner, Clapton, Draper. May 25 at 1 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Jones, Wandsworth 
Head. Tom, High st, Bloomsbury, Waste Paper Dealer. May 21 at 11 
at Wood’s Hotel, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields. Hope, Serle st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Hicks, Isaac Whitmore, Ipswich, Suffolk, Grocer. May 26 at 11.30 at 
offices of Ross, Tower st, 'pswich 
Holyfield, Henry, Aldermanbury, Trimming Warehouseman. May 28 
at 2 at offices of Briant, Winchester House, Old Broad at 
ooper, Richard, and James Rooke, Ladock, Cornwall, Drapers. May 
27 at 3 at the Red Lion Hotel, Truro. Shilson and Co, St Austell 
‘Horseman, William, Barrow-in- Furness, Lancashire, Furniture Broker. 
Mav 20 at 2 at the Bull Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Relph, Barrow- 


-in-Furness 
Jones, Edward, Harrow, Tailor. May 22 at 4 at the King’s Head 
Hotel, Harrow. Roberts 
Jones, Henry, Manchester, Ledging House Keeper. May 28 at 3 at 
the Falstaff Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Whitlow, Manchester 
Kearry, Jobn, Rochester row, Westminster, Cheesmonger. May 23 at 
11] at 9 Upper John st, Golden square. Sydney 
Kemp, Robert, Hanley, Stefford, Beerseller. May 18 at 12 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Banley. Shires, Leicester 
Lack, Sarah, aod George Ferdinand Geber, Worship st, Paper Mer- 
chants. May 21 at2 at offices of Spyer and Son, Winchester House, 
Old Broad st 
Lewis, Jobn, Wauniago, Carmarthen, Timber Merchant. May 22 at 2 
at offices of Thomas and Browne, Lower Market st, Carmarthen 
Lockwood, Frederick, Monteith rd, Victoria Park, Warehouseman. 
May 20 at | at offices of Day, South square, Gray’s inn 
Main, William Henry, Kingsland rd, Writer. May 20 at 3 at offices of 
Webster, Basinghall st 
Mason, Walter Russell, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer. June 2 at 3 at 
offices of Black and Co, Ship st, Brighton 
Moor, Richard, Exeter, Outfitter. May 26at 2at the Royal Clarence 
Hotel, Exeter. Force and Battishill 
Nixon, Squire, Stockport, Chester, Provision Dealer. May 22 at 3 at 
offices of of Brown, Bank chambers, Market place, Stock 
Packham, William Charles, Havil st, Commercial Traveller, May 20 
at 2 at Pullen’s Hotel, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside. Stirke, Old Jewry 
Paddey, George, Wolverhampton, Stafford, General Dealer. May 23 at 
11 at offices of Dallow, Queen square, Wolverhampton 
Paine, Henry William, Littlehampton. Sussex, out of business. May 
28 at 1 at the Terminus Hote!, Littlehampton 
Park, Enoch, Bristol, Grocer. May 22 at 12 at offices of ;Collins, jun, 
Broad st, Bristol. Sa'mon and rson, Bristol 
Pickering, William, Bridge crescent, KiJburn, Watchmaker. June 1 
at 2 at offices of Slater and Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghal | 
st. Raven and Curtis, Queen Victoria st 
Portman, Henry William Berkeley, Langford-long-Blandford, Dorset, 
Eeq. May 29 at 11 at offices of Smith, Blandford Forum 
Pritehatt, John, Birmingham, Corn Dealer. May 22 at 4 at offices of 
Parry, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Radford, Joho, Bradtord, York, Brassfounder. May 23 at 10 at offices 
of Berry and Robinson, Charlies st, Bradford 
. Thomas, Lingen, Hereford, Labourer. May 26 at 2 at the 
pay, ied ce Bie aya 10 
way, ohn, > . Me at 10.15 at offices 
oa are a a na 
n, 1 Poultry Salesman. May 23 at 11 
at offices of Swaine, Cheapsi me . 
Shepherd, James, Halifax, York, Iron Moulder, May 22 at 11 at offices 
Waterhouse st, Halifax 


’ st, 
Shuter, samuel, Brushfield st, Bi , Hat and Maker. Ma: 
Rg Cy 
’ ur, e-upon - + May 21 at il 
offices of Weich, Caroline st, f , ? 
Smith, Prank, Henley, Stafford, Auctioneer. May 22 at 10 at offices 
of Stevenson, B st, Btoke-apon-Trent 

‘Smith, George Luke, Birmingham, Scrap Iron Dealer. May 22 at 3 at 
Offices of Rowlands. Ann st, Birmingham 

Springall, Edward, Wych st, Strand, Engineer, May 22 at 3 at offices 


of ‘a, ry 
Bristol, Watchmaker. May 22 at 2 at offices of Beck- 
chambers Bristol 


, Wiiliam, Littlehampton, 6ussex, Saddler. May 30 at 3 at the 
= fens, Wertoneue  Oioacenter, Bade 
a 12 at 
oheal Ta Thee oo a ae 
ames, r, Wi ‘ancy May 27 
at ) at offices of Chapman and Ponting, Warminster ” 





Trietschel, Gustav, and Edwin Sanne, Liverpool, Merchants, May 22 at 
2 at offices of Gill, Cook st, Liverpool 

Tyerman, Jobn, Nottingham, Box Maker’s Assistant. May 26 at 12 
at offices of Britt!e, St Peter’s gate Nottingham 

Walmsley, Henry, Birmingham, Butcher. May 22 at 2 at offices of 
Parry, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Walther, Wilhelm, Goswell rd, Provision Dealer. Jane | at 3 at offices 
of Holmes, Eastcheap 

West, David, Down’s Park rd, Hackney, Coal Merchant. May 22 at 2 
at the Masons’ Hall Tavern. Neave, London wall 

Wilbetiee, Joshua Bamforth, Slaithwaite, Huddersfield, York, Farmer. 
May 27 at 11 at offices of Barker and Sons, Estate buildings, 
Haddersfield 

Williams, Edwin, Macdonald rd, Forest Gate, Coal Merchant. May 21 
at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Smith, Crosse lane, St 
Mary-at-Hill 

Wilson, Edward Foster, Killamarsh, Derby, Builder. May 26 at 2 at 
offices of Jones, High st, Chesterfield 

Wright, Murrell, jun, Leeds, Bank Accountant. May 21 at at 4, East 
parade, Leeds. North and Sons 


Friar, May 15, 1874. 

Andrews, Benjamin, Earsley, York, Grocer. May 28 at4 at offices of 
Lees and Co, New Ivegate, Bradford 

Avis, Thomas, Uckfield, Sussex, Inspector of Nuisances. May 30 at 11 
at offices of Jones, High st, Lewes 

Baines, William, Elsham rd, Kensington, House Agent. May 28 at 11 
at 15, Devonshire st, Hammersmith rd. Morris, Staple inn, Holborn 

Ball, George Henry, Lewisham, Kent, Hairdresser. May 20 at 8 at 
offices of Arnold, Finsbury pavement 

Bannister, Edward, Alfred Keighley Briggs, and Benjamin Andrews, 
Bradford, Machine Wool Combers. May 28 at 8 at officesof Lees and 
and Co, New Ivegate, Br dford 

Batten, George, Overton, Southampton, Builder. May 29 atl at 
offices of Chandler, Church st, Basingstoke 

Bealey, James, Exeter, Carpenter. May 24 at 11 at offices of Campion, 
Bedford circus, Exeter 

Belcher, Henry, East Hanney, Berks, Wheelwright. May 28 at 3 at 
offices of Jotcham, Newbury et, Wantage 

Bell, Robert, jan, Benefield, Northampton, Shoemaker. May 29 at 12 at 
Talbot Hotel, Oundle. Deacon and Wilkins, Peterborough 

Bilham, James, Barnstaple, Devon, Draper. May 29 at 12 at 145 
Cheapside. Thorne, Barnstaple 

Birch, Joseph, Wimblesbury, Stafford, Grocer. May 2l at 4 at offices 
of Stirk, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton, Morgan, 


Stafford 

Blake, Thomas, Diptford, Devon, Boot Maker. May 29 at 12 at the 
Castle Inn, Totnes. Nepean 

Brampton, Christopher William, Hanover st, Pimlico, Clerk. May 26 
at 11 at offices of Kent, Basinghall st. Perry 

Bursill, Richard, Woodford, Essex, Butcher. May 28 at 3 at offices of 
Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Caddick, Jobn, Brighton, Sussex, Ironmonger’s Assistant. May 28 at 
12 at offices of Stuckey, North st, Brighton 

Carter, Henry, Batley, York, Flock Manufacturer. June 2 at 10.15 at 
offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Cleare, George, Appleby rd, Wilman rd, London Fields, Hackney, Boot 
Maker. June 3 at 2 at offices of Phipos, Farringdon st 

Cochrane, William, York, Tailor. May 26 at 3 at offices of Wilkinson, 
St Helen’s square, York 

Cockhead, George Richard, Norfolk terrace, Westbourne grove, Book- 
seller. June 3 at 3 at offices of Learoyd and Co, Chancery lane. 
Peace, ncery lane 

Croker, Joseph, Bristol, Brewer. May 28 at 12 at offices of Daniel and 
Co, Broad st, Bristol. Brittain and Co, Bristol 

Da Costa, Luiz Augusto, King st. May 29 at 3 at offices of Stenning, 
Bucklersbury 

Davis, James, Stourbridge, Worcester, Ale Dealer. May 28 at 11 at 
offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

De Wolffars, Francis Baron, Great Cheyne row, Chelsea, Manufacturer 
of the Marvel Fluid. May 23 at J1 at offices of Parker, Lombard 


court 

Dickson, Andrew, Halifax, York, Commercial Traveller. May 30 at 3 
at offices of Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Edgar, Donald Ramsey, and Charles Briggs, Murgatroyd, Bradford, 
York, Drysalters. May 28 at 4 at offices of Berry and Robinson, 
Charles st, Bradford 

Edmonds, Alfred Clement, Walsall, Stafford, Wholesale Grocer. May 
97 at 12 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Ellis, Edward James, Frimley, Surrey, Beer Merchant. June 3 atl at 
the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse Yard. Potter and Stevens, Farnham 

Ellis, Peter, jun, Leeds, Manure Manufacturer, May 27 at 2 at offloes 

Burrell and Pickard, Albion st, s 
Evans, Charles, Pentre, Glamorgan, Labourer, May 27 at 2 at offices 


of Lewis, erset + 

Evans, Robert, Mayall rd, ton, Builder. June2 at3 at offices of 
Lewis and Lewis, Ely place, Holborn 

Fenton, Frederick, Southampton st, Camberwell, Scenic Artist, May 
27 at 3 at offices of Harris and Finch, Borough High st, Southwark 

Field , Matthew, Birmi: , Wood Turner. May 29 at 12 at offices of 
Hawkes, Temple +": irmi: m 

Foster, Tom George, William Clayton, and John Robert Foster, Man- 
chester, Umbrella Manufacturers. June4 at 3 at offices of Gardner 


and Horner, st, Manc 
Fox, e, Beleaugh, Noriolk, Grocer. June 11 at3 at the Exchange 


, 
Fresh Parkinson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Haberdasher. May 25 at 
12 at oftices of Stead aad dibeon Bubp lane, Kingston-u90n-Hull 
Fuller, Thomas, Old Jewry, Dealer in Stocks and Shares. May 29 at 
12 at offices of Bell and Crowder, Victoria buildings, Queen V' a“ 

Gatward, Charlies, Huntingdon, Watchmaker, May 29 at 11 at offices 
of Maule and Burton, Huntingdon 

Georgeson, George. George Georgeson, jun, Sylvester Georgeson, and 
Henry Georgeson, Hyde, Chester, Hat Manufacturers. June 2 at 8 
at the Norioik Arms Hotel, Hyde, Smith 

Gilehrist, Thomas, Bridport, Dorset, Draper. June 2 at 2 at the Grey- 
hound Hotel, Brosdmead, Bristol, Manley 
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Greenhough, Frank, and Edwin, Greenhongh, Bradford, York, Wool- 
staplers. June | at 11 at offices of Gardiner, Bond st. Bradford 
Gunn, Alfred Thomas, Wethersfield, Essex, Wheelwright. May 27 at 10 
at offices of Cardinall, Halstead 
Hainsworth, Daniel. Farsley, York, Woollen Manufacturer, May 27 at 
3 at offices of Waiker, Leeds 
Hale, Thomas, Liverpool, Butcher. May 28 at 2 at the Clarendon 
, South Jobn st, Liverpool. Blackhurst, Liverpool 
Hammerstey, Robert, Hanley, Stafford, Builder. May 29 at 3 at offices 
of Tarner, Aldion st, Hanley 
folmes, William, Swansea, Glamorgan, Plumber. May 22 at 11 at 
offices of Brown and Collins, Worcester place, Swansea, Collins 
Robert Pleasance, Caves terrace, Goldha wke rd, Hammersmith, 
Commission Agent. May 30 at 3 at offices of Calverley, Essex st, 


Stran 
Howes, Joreph, Northampton, Grocer, May 25 at 12 at the Bull Inn, 
Regent sq, Northampton. Andrew, Brixworth 

Inman, Josephus, Burnsall, York, Shoemaker. May 27 at 11 at offices 
of Cook, Keighley 

fverson, William, Norwich, Leather Cutter. May 29 at 4 at offices of 
Sadd, Chuch st, Theatre st, Norwich 

Johnstone, John, Wilmslow, Cheshire, Builder. June 1 at 2 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester, Crew and Sons, Man- 


chester 
Jones, John, Denbigh, Grocer. June 1 at 8 at offices of Williams and 
Wynne, Post Office lane, Denbigh 
Jones, John Caleb Bevan, Pencader, Carmarthen, Draper. May 26 at 
lat offices of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Lee, William, Bideford, D:von, Watchmaker, June 4 at 12 at offices of 
Thorne, Cas'le st, Barnstaple 
Marsh, Char'es, Liverpool, Cooper. June 5 at 1 at offices of Lowe, 
Castle st, Liverpool 
Mawdsley, Robert, Maghull, near Liverpool, Corn Merchant. May 29 
at 1030 at the Wheat Sheaf Inn, Burscough st, Ormskirk. Hill, 
Ormskirk 
Megrath, Francis, liverpool, Provision Merchant. May 28 at 3 at 
offices of Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 
Merry, William Lucas, Cannon st, Merchant. May 28 at 3 at offices of 
Turquand and Co, Tokenhouse yard. Bothamleys and Freeman, 
Queen st, Cheapside 
Miller, Ju.ius Samuel, Bond court, Attorney-at-Law. June 3 at 4 at 
offices of Robinson, Fleet st 
Moore, William Ward, Andover, Hants, Innkeeper. June lat 12 at the 
George H.te!, Market place, Andover. Cave, Newbury 
More, John, Twickenham, Middlesex, Jeweller. May 27 at 1 at 145, 
Cheapside. Smith 
Moses, John, Rhosliauerchrugog, Ruabon, Denbigh, Brickmaker. May 
80 at 12 at the Royal Oak Inn, Street Issa, Ruabon, Sherratt, 
Wrexham 
Newcombe, William, Cirencester, Gloucester, Builder. May 27 at 11 
at the Ram Hotel, Cirencester. Mullings and Oo, Cirencester 
Owen, William John, Llanerchymedd, Anglesey, Grocer. June l at 2 
at offices cf Roberts and Thomas, Castle st, Carnarvon 
Parkins, Tt omas, Birstal, York, Manufacturing Chemist. May 28 at 3 
at offices of Learoyd and Laaroyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Penney, Samuel, Macclesfield, Cheshire. Silk Manufacturer, May 27 
at 3 at offices of Higginbotham and Barclay, Exchange chambers, 
Macclesfie:d 
Poole, Jane, Little Weldon, Northampton, Grocer. May 4 at 11 at 
Offices of Richardson and Son, Oundle 
Ray, Charles, Southend, Essex, Poulterer. May 29 at 11 at offices of 
Preston, Mark Jane 
Rassell, Arthur, Brighton, Sussex, Dyer. June 3 at 3 at offices of Nye, 
North st, Brighton 
Ryder, Ernest Charles, Cinderford, Gloucester, Beer house Keeper. 
une | at 12 at offices of Potter, North place, Cheltenham 
Saunders, Henry, Chislet, Kent, Saddler, May 29 at 12.30 at offices of 
Sankey and Co, Castle st, Canterbury 
Secarth, Thomas Henry, St Augustine’s rd, Camden square, Govern- 
ment Clerk. June! at 8 at offices of Harris and Finch, Borough 
High st, Southwark 
Sheppard, Job, Dorchester, Dorset, Basket Maker. June 3 at 12 at 
offices of Burnett, Sonth st, Dorchester 
Hiddons, Jesse, Twiaale, Stafford, Tube Manufacturer, May 27 at 12 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Caddick, West Bromwich 
Smith, Daniel, Saltaire, York, Artist. June | at 3at ottices of Hutohin- 
son, Piccavilly, Bradford 
Smith, George, Piccott’s End, Hertford, Miller. May 27 at 3 at the 
King’s Arms Inn, Hemel Hempstead. Hay, Hemel Hempstead 
Smith, George Wiiliam, Hipperholme, near Halifax, York, Grease Manu- 
pom Jane | at 3 at the Queen's Hotel, Bradford. Ritson, Man- 
ester 


Smith. John Abdsolam, Oxford, College Servant. May 27 at 11 at offices 
1 


of Druce, High st, Oxford 

#myth, James, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. June 1 at2 at offices of 
Crozer, Commerce court, Lord at, Liverpool 

Squirrel!, John Corder, Bildeston, Suffolk, Wine Merchant. May 29 at 
2 at the Green Dragon Hotel, Bishopsgate Within, Newman and 
Harper, Hadieigh 

Swait, John, Sydney st, Fulham rd, Gasfitter, May 26 at 3 at offices of 
Wood and Hare, Basinghall at 

‘Taylor, Alfred, Manchester, Cigar Merchant. June 1 at 2 at offices of 

ivett, Cross at, Manchester 

‘Taylor, John, Cheetham, Lancashire, Commission Agent. June 2 at 3 
at offl-es of Duckwortn, Brown st, Manchester 

‘Tilley, Johr Austin, Liverpool, Jeweller. June 8 at 3 at offices of Vine, 
Dale st, Liverpool. Ritson, Liverpool 

Turner, Joseph, Leeds, Innkewper. May 27 at 3 at offices of Fawcett 
and Mulcolin, Park row, Leeds 

Wainwright, John, Hanley, Stafford, Fruit Salesman. May 27 at 11 at 
the O unty Court Offices, Chea » Hanley. Lichfield, Newoastie 

Wallis, June, Park st, Camden Town, Glass ers. May 23 at 12 at 
Offices of Cattlin, Guildhall yard 

Walrond, George James, Curry Mallett, Somerset, Innkeeper. May 22 
at 8 atthe Dolphin Ino, Himinster., Collins, {iminster 

Weston, John, Robert James Jackson, Edward Puddy Perry, and 

Kvane Stone, Bristol, Clothiers, June 3 at 12 at offices of 

Barnard and Ov, Albion chambers, Small st, Bristol 





Whalley, Richard, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Grocer. June 3 at 
3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Wilkes, James, Darlaston. Stafford, Gunlock Forger. June 1 at 3 at 
office of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 
Williams, Francis George, Bristol, Bookseller. May 18 at | at offices of 
Brittan and Co, Small st, Bristol 
Wrie ht, Jonathan, Hanging Heaton, York, Innkeeper. May 27 at3 at 
offices of Scholefield ana Taylor, Brunswick st, Batley 
TorspaY, May 19, 1874. 
Adams, George Samuel Bennett, King st, Commerciai rd East, Eating 
house Keeper. June 5at 3 at offices of Slater and Pannell, Guild- 
hallchambers. Stoddard, Arbour st, East, Stepney 
Allen, Frederick, Walsall, Stafford, out of business. June 2 at 11 at 
offices of Bill, Bridge st, Walsall 
Allen, John, Herne Hill, Surrey, out of business. May 28 at li at 
Office of Smith, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 
Bennett, Henry, Upton Pyne, Devon, Rope Maker. June 4 at 12 at office 
of Fryer, Gandy st, Exeter 
Birdsall, Israel, Yeadon, York, Cloth Manufacturer. June | at 2.30 at 
offices of Hardcastle and Barnfather, East parade, Leeds. Hartley 
Baker, Joseph, Portland, Dorset, Carpenter. June | at 12 at the Auc- 
tion Mart, Market st, Weymouth. Howard, Weymouth 
Bradley, Herbert, Bennett park, Blackheath. Financial Agent. May 30 
at 4 at offices of Crook and Smith, Fenchurch et 
Britton, John James, Newcastle-upon-Tyn®, Attorney. May 29at 2 at 
offices of Hoy!e and Co, Colling wood st, Newvastle-upon-Tyne 
Brockbank, William, West Gordon, near Manchester, Salesman. 
4 at 3 at offices of Hall and Son, Piccadiliy, Manchester 
Brooks, Henry, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Grocer. June 3 at 1 at the 
— Tavern, Gresham st. Andrew and Cheale, Tunbridge 
elis 
Catlow, Thomas, Stockport, Cheshire, Innkeeper. 
office of Burkinshaw, Warren st, Stockport 


June 


June 2 at 11 at 


Chignell, William Henry, Leighton Buzzird, Bedford, Organist. June 
2at 11.30 at the Elephant and Castle Hotel, Linslade. Haward, 
Luton 

Corfi-ld Edwin, Bridgnorth, Salop, Butcher. May 23 at 12 at the 
Suirretl Inv, Bridgnorth. Saunders, jun 

Cork, John, Albury, Hertford, Grocer. Jane 5 at 12.30 atthe Chequers 
Inn, Bishop’s Stortford. Gee 

Cox, Henry Samuel, Northampton, Baker. May 29 at 3 at office of 
Becke, Market square, Northampton 
Davis, James, Stourbridge, Worcester, Porter Dealer, May 28 fat 11 at 
the Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge, in lieu of the place originally 
named 
Davis, John Morgan, Penge Park, Surrey, Chemist. June 10 at 11 at 
the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Ingle and Co, Thread- 
needle st 

Day, Johr, High st, Stepney, Haberdasher. June | at 2 at offices of 
Copping, Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 

Ford. Edward, Paternoster row, Skirt Manafacturer. June 1 at 3 at 
offices of Berry and Co, Farringdon st. Tonge, Great Portland 

street 

Gaukroger, William, and Richard Metcalfs, Sowerby bridge, York, 

Saddiers, June | at 11 at offices of Longbottom, Waterhouse st, 


Halifax 

Gibson, Thompson. Westfield, Nottingham, Coal Merchant. June 10 
at Il at offices of Marshaiiand Co, East Retford 

Graves, Richard Ashby, Northwold, Norfolk, Farmer. June 4 at 2 at 


office of Copeman, Downham Market 

Greer, Arthur, Liverpool, Metal Merchant. June 10 at 3 at offices of 
Forshaw and Hawkins, Sweeting st, Liverpool 

Griffiihe, James, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Watch Maker. June 12 at 
at offices of Lloyd, Park terrace, Ponty pool 

Hall, Charles Samuel, Yardley, Worcester, Woollen Agent. June ll 
at 10 at 20, Colmore row, Birmingham. Rawlins 

Harper, Haddon, Norwich, Plumber. June 4 at 4 at offices of Sadd, 
Church st, Tneatre st, Norwich 

Helliwell, Ralph, Halifax, York, Ironmonger. May 23 at 3 at the 
White Swan Hotel, Hatifax. Leeming, Halifax 

Hicks, Leonard, Leeds, Hosier. June | at 3 at office of Craven, East 
parade, Lee 

Hochkins, Robert Walter, Shoulton, Worcester, out of business. May 
29 at 11 at offices of Stallard, Pierpoint s', Worcester 

Hoithausen, Frederick, Great Portland st, Merchant. June 9 at 3 at 
the Guildhall Coffze house, Gresham st, Vean, Church court, Old 
Jewr: 

Bowe, teary Alfred, Nottingham, Hay Dealer. June 4 at 12 at office of 
Brittle, St. Peter’s gate, Nottingham 

Hughes, John Davis, Gwemogie, Carmarthen, Draper. June 1 at 12 at 
offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Hume, Mark, Alnwick, Northumberland, Jeweller. Jane 3 at 2 at 
offices of Forster and Paynter, Alnwick. Bush, Newcastie-upon- 


Hurrell, Paul Averre, Sunderland, Durham, Builder. May 30 at: at 


offices of tobinson, Villiers st, Sanderland 

Jackson, Charlies, New Grimesthorpe, York, Grocer. May 28 at ll at 
office of Hewkin, Changs alley, Shefficid 

Jaeger, Adolph Louis, Mincing lane, Merchant. June 2 at 3 at offices of 
Jaeger, Mincing iane, Hol lamsand Co, Mincing lane 

Jenour, Henry, Port'and, Dorset, Clerk in Holy Orders. June 2 at 12 
at offices of Milledge and Son's, St Thomas st, Melcombe Regis. 
Andrews and rope, Dorchester 

Jones, William, Aberystwiih, Cardigan, Grocer, May 27 at 12 at offices 
of Hughes and Son, North @, Aberystwith 

Kenney, Jonn, King's Lyan, Norfoik, Ge veral Dealer. June 3 at 12 at 
offices of Seppings, jun, King st, King’s Lyna 

Knight, Joha, bradford, York, Staff Merchant. Jane 1 at 11 at offices 
ot Wood and Killick, Commercial Bank buildings, Bradford 

Leete, Elizabeth, Westbourne place, Eaton square, Provision Dealer, 
June 4 at 2 ac office of Mowop, Cannon st 

Lehmon, Zsl!, Saimon's lane, Limehouse, Umbrella Manufacturer, 
June 4 at 3 at office of Lewis and Lewis, Bly piace. Holvora 

Liosd, William, lronbdridge, Salop, Painter. May 30 at 12 at offices of 


Osborne, Shifnal 

Longstaff, William Carter, Jarrow-on-Tyne, Durham, Grocer. June 9 
at yo the Neville Hotel, Newoastle-apoa-Tyne, Tr. tier, - 
one 
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McLain, John, Alnwick, Northumberland, Brewer. June | at 2at office 
of Forster and Paynter, Alnwick. Bush, Neweastle-apon-Tyne 

Mead, Isaac, and Thomas Compere, Maidstone, Kent, Grocers. June 
2 at 12 at offices of Moss, Gravechurch st 

Meech, Charles, Beaminster, Dorset. Cabinet Maker. June 9 at2 at 
offic:s of Leigh. Beaminster. Lock and Son 

Melville, George Clough, Manchester, Auctioneer. June 1 at 3 at the 
Bull’s Head chambers, Market place, Manchester. Whitlow, Man. 
chester ; 

Mirls, Frederick, Manchester, Engineer. June 8 at 3 at offices of 
Skippey, Cooper st, Manchester 

Moor, Richard, Exeter, Outfitter. May 26 at 2 atthe White Lion 
Hotel, Broad st, Bristol, in lien of the place originally named 

Moorhouse, William, Horbury, York, out of business, Junel at 11 at 
offices of Wainwright and Co, Crown court, Wakefisld 

Morris, Thomas, Richmond, Sarrey, Baker. June 4 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper, Charing cross 

Mosesson, Jecob, West Hartlepool, Durham, Furniture Dealer. June 
Bat 11 at offices of Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Moulding, Elizabeth, Bingley, York, Grocer. June 3 at 10 at offices of 
Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradtord 

Neilson, obert, Yenmark st, Soho, Engineer. June l at 3 at offices 
of Butcher. Cheapside 

Nichol, Adam Robson, Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper. June 2 at2 at 
offices of Dackworth, Brown st, Manchester 

Norseman, Thomas, Fishponds, Gloucester, Mason. June 3 at 2 at 
offices of Beckingh :m, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Page, Joseph, Birmingham, ‘orn Merchant. June ! at 10.20 at offices 
of Buller, Moor st, Birmingham 

Parnell, Tobias, Carlton terrace, Harrow rd, Builder. June5 at 3 at 
Soe of Oourt Hotel, High Holborn. Kelly, Grosvenor rd, 

imlico 

Parsons, Charles, Buckingham, Grocer. June 9 at 3 at offices of 
Huboard, Long lane, West Smithfield 

Payne, Samuel, Ordell «4d, Old ford rd, Manager. June 8 at 3 at 
offices of Watson, Guildhall yard 

Pettett. Thomas, Higb st, Wandswerth, Grocer. May 29 at 2 at 
offices ot Swaine, Cheapside 

Phillips, Joseph Thomas, Gosport, Southampton, Tea Dealers. June 3 
at 3.15 at Totterdeli’s Hotel, St George’s square, Portsea. Goble, 
Fareham 

Porteons, William, Birmingham, Draper. June | at 11 at offices of Free, 
Temple row, Birmingham 

Pagh, John Lang ari, + elshpool, Montgomery, Innkeeper. May 29 at 
12 at offices of Hirrison, We'shoool 

Richards. Thomas Evans, Cunrock, Stafford, Labourer. May 29 at 
ll at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 

Roberts, J hn William, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Provision 
Dealer. June 4 at 1! at the Pitt and Nelson Hotei, Old st, Ashton- 
under-Lyse. Toy and Broadbent 

Sanderson, Henry, York, Timber Merchant. June 9 at 1! at offices of 
Dale, Museum st, Y ork 

Scrivner, Charles, Manchester, Hotel Manager. June 3at 2 at the 
Acorn Hotel, Upper Temple st, Birmingham. Duckworth, Manches- 


ter 

Shaw, Henry Slaithwaite, near Huddersfield, Manuf:cturer. May 29 
at 4 at offices of Barker anid Sons, Estate buildings, Huddersfield 

Shearn, Murk, Bristol, Boot Maker. June 2 atl at the Wellington 
Hotel, Leicester Miller, Bristol 

Stephens, Ebenezer, Edgware rd, Fancy Dealer. June 9 at 2 at offices 
of Tilley and Liggins, Yinsbury pa‘e South 

Tabor, Joseph Tranham, Lower Thames st, Fish Salesman. June 4 at 
12 at offices of Bolton, Gray’s inn square 

Thrane, Frederick Christopher, Newcastle-upon-Tyae, Ship Broker. 
June 12 at 11 at offices of Harle and Co, Akenside hill, Newcastle- 
on-Tyne 

Thralfall, William, Giggleswick, York, Boot Maker. May 30 at 11 at 
offices of Hartley, Setile 

Tope, ('homas, Brooking, Paignton, Devon, Tailor. June 1 at 12 at 
offices of Templer, Catherine terrace, Teignmouth. Booker and Co, 
Piym uth 

Wagstaff, James. Lytham, Lanc:shire, Auctioneer. June 2 at 11 at 
offices of furner and Son, Fox st, Preston 

Webb, Thomas, Great Russell st, Bloomsbury, Dyer. May 28 at 2 at 
ottices of Handand Co, Coleman st 

Wells, Frederick, Ipswic), Suffoik, Butcher. June 5at 11 at offices of 
Wats, Butter Marke’, Ipswich 

Wheeler, Jolin, New Bond =t, Tailor. May 27 at 4 at offices of Heald 
and Co, Moorgate st. Parke, Coleman st 

Winkett, George, Worcester, Provision Dealer. June | at 2 at offices of 
Davies, B-nnetc’s hill, Birniegham 

Wood, David \ddy, Shapley, near Haddersfield, York, Oloth Merchant. 
Juve 5 at 2 at offices of Bootn, John William st, Huddersficld 

Woollett, Edward, Kinnerton st, Knightsbridge, Commercial Tra vel ler. 
June 3 at 3 at offices oi Aird, Eastcheap 

Young, William, L'ncoln st, Bow, Narseryman. May 27 at 12 at 
offices of Partridze, Great Colleze st. Tonge, Great Portiand st 








re ERAL *“REFORM.— The exorbitant items 

of the Undertaker’s bill have long op»rated as an -ppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying aremedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
opening their extensive cein-tery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of ciarge, froia which survivors may choose according 
$0 their means aad the repens of the case. fne Company also 
undertakes the conduct o: Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingd m, A panphiet containing full varticulars may 
ve obtained, or will be forwar ied, upon applicacion to the Chief Office, 2 
Lanvaster-plac-, Strand, W.C. 


MPROVED and ECONOMIC OCUOKERY.—Use 

LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT as“ swock ”’ for beef - 

tea, soups, made dshes and sauces; gives fine A. vorr and great 

Strength. Invariaviy adopted in housenvids when fairly tried. 
Cagr. ow.—-Genuine only with Baron Liebig’s facsimile across label. 








THE FOURTH ANNUAL SUPPLEMENT TO FISHER’S DIGEST, 
This day is published, in royal 8vo., price 16s. boards, 


DIGEST of the REPORTED DECISIONS 
Fa ALL THE COURTS, including the lrish; with a Collection of 
Cases overruled and impeached, and references to tne Statutes, Rales 
and Orders ot Court, from Hilary Term, 1873 ,to Hilary Term, 1874. 
By R. A. Fisner, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher. 





Just published, Royal 8vo., price 7s. 6d., cloth, 
HE JUDICATURE AOT, 1873, ANNOTATED. 


—The Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, with Exolanatory 
Notes. By F. O. Haynes, of Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at-law, late 
Fellow of Caius College, Cambridge. 


London: W. Maxweut & Son, 29, Fleet-street. 





Just published, 8vo., price £1 10s., cloth. 
AWLINSON’S CORPORATION ACTS; the 


Municipal Corporation Act. 5 and 6 William IV., cap. 76; and 
the Acts since passed for amending the same, and otherwise in relation 
to Municipal Corporations, with Notes and References to the Cases 
thereon, ard an Appendix, containing the princip:] Statutes ref erred 
to, including those relating to Mandamas and Qio Warrant) and Oor- 
rept practices at Parliamentary Elections ; a Listof Borourh: having 
Quarter S+s;ions, Borough Court Rales, &c. By Sir OHR(STO PRER 
RAWLINSON, late Chief Justice of Madras. Sixth edition. By 
THOMAS GEARY, Esq., of the Middle Te apie, Barvister-at-Law, 


W. Maxwett & Son, 29, Fleet-street, E.C. 


Second Edition, 2s. 6d. 


NAR. SCRATCHLEY’S WARNING to BENEFIT 
i BUILDING SOCIETIES on the Financial Dangers to which 
their Members and Directors are exposed, 


May be obtained of Messrs. Layron, 150, Fleet-street, London. 


LMER’S PRACTICE in LUNAOY (New EKdi- 

"4 tion), adapted to “The Lunacy Regulation Acts, 1853 and 

1862,” with Schedule and Notes of Cases and Decisions ; Duties of Co.n- 

mittees of Person and Estate; Forms, Costs, Statutes, Geaeral Orders, 
and Index (21s, cloth), 


London: Srevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 

















The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHAKE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, Comer 
panies Fee Stamps. Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 


ETC. 
SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDO 





Every description of Printing. 





Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 

Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 

Books Newspapers 

Pamphlets Circulars 

Reports ‘osters 

Rules Handbills, &c., &¢, 
ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION 


BAKER-STREET.—Great Attractions.—The CARRIAGE used 
by NAPOLEON III. at Metz, Chalons, and Sedan, with numerous relics 
of the campaign of 1870 Portrait Models of MARSHAL: BAZAINE 
and McMAHON, M THIERS, FRANCIS JOSEPH of AUSTRIA, ont 
the SHAH of PERSIA, with the original autograph and tessimonia. 
presented to Madame Tus-aud and Sons, July 3rd, 1873, as 4 sonvenir 
of His Imperial Majesty’s visit, are now added ; also, new superb and 
costly Court dresses Admission, 1s, Children under ten, 6d. Extra 
rooms, 6d. Open from LO a.m. till 10 p.m. 


OYAL PULYTECHNIC.—Travellers’ Safety.— 
TWO new LECTURES—the first, SAFETY AT SEA (in which 
will be discussed the best method of lowering boats); the second tec 
ture, SAFETY ON LAND (in which rail vay matters will be discussed) 
will shortly follow. Mr, Howard Pau! during the week. Jane Con- 
quest. Sugar and the Silber Light, by Professor Gardner. Domestic 
eeeietiy, Mr, King. Other entertainments. Open 12 and 7. Ad- 
mission ls, 
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